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Presidential Documents 

Tille 3— 

Proclamation 5082 of August 11, 1983 

The President 

200th Anniversary of the Signing of the Treaty of Paris 

• 

By the President of the United States of America 

A Proclamation 

On September 3,1983, we celebrate the 200th anniversary of the signing of the 
Treaty of Paris, which brought our War of Independence from Great Britain to 
a successful and formal conclusion. 

When our Founding Fathers boldly declared our independence in 1776, our 
fledgling Nation began a seven-year struggle for its freedom and survival; at 
no other time in our history has our security and existence been so severely 
threatened. Yet we emerged from the Revolutionary War a united and sover¬ 
eign Nation. 

In the Treaty of Paris. Britain formally acknowledged the independence of the 
United States of America. This "American Birth Certificate" inaugurated an 
era of peace for the new Nation which led to the adoption of the Constitution 
of the United States of America on September 17,1787. 

It is only fitting that this Treaty was signed in Paris, the capital of our oldest 
ally, thereby recognizing the extraordinary role France played in securing the 
independence of the United States in fulfillment of the obligations it assumed 
in the Franco-American Alliance of 1778. 

The American Peace Commissioners who negotiated the Treaty—John Adams, 
Benjamin Franklin, and John Jay—carried to Paris the aspirations of a peaceful 
Nation willing and able to defend its sovereignty. The brave Americans who 
fought for our Nation's independence ensured that Adams, Franklin, and Jay 
could negotiate from a position of strength to achieve an agreement with just 
and equitable provisions. Their efforts gained respect for the United States 
among nations of Europe and the world—an achievement considered the 
greatest triumph in the history of American diplomacy. 

The Treaty of Paris was the first step toward an alliance with Great Britain 
which has grown stronger through two centuries to become one of our most 
important alliance relationships. Political, cultural, economic, and defense ties 
between our two nations are firm and lasting. The solidarity we and all our 
allies demonstrated at the recent Williamsburg Summit is the heritage of the 
Treaty of Paris and confirms again our Nation's willingness to pursue peaceful 
relations and our desire to befriend those others who share our commitment to 
democracy and liberty. 

In tribute to the remarkable accomplishments of the Treaty of Paris, the 
Congress of the United States, by House Joint Resolution 321, has authorized 
and requested the President to issue a proclamation which would designate 
September 3, 1983, as a day of national celebration of this monumental 
document. 
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NOW, T11EREFORE, I, RONALD REAGAN, President of the United States of 
America, do hereby designate September 3, 1983, as a day to celebrate the 
signing of the Treaty of Paris, and 1 invite the people of this Nation to observe 
that day with appropriate ceremonies to honor the spirit of peace and liberty 
which the Treaty represents. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF. I have hereunto set my hand this eleventh day of 
August, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-three, and of the 
Independence of the United States of America the two hundred and eighth. 


|FR Doc 83-22405 
Filed 8-12-83: 1027 am] 
Billing code 3195-01-M 
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I™ Doc. 83-22406 
ni«t 6-12-83; 10:28 *m| 
Billing cod* 3195-oi-M 


Presidential Documents 


Proclamation 5083 of August 11, 1983 

Minority Enterprise Development Week, 1983 


By the President of the United States of America 
A Proclamation 

The entrepreneurial spirit underlies our free enterprise system and is one of 
the principal sources of America's strength. 

Ownership of one’s own business is an aspiration held by many Americans. 
Minority Americans share fully in this aspiration. The success of minority 
business enterprise demonstrates that hard work and individual determination 
can serve as a powerful engine for social mobility and economic progress. 

As a Nation, we are indebted to minority entrepreneurs for their contributions 
to our economic well-being. They bring innovative products and services to 
the marketplace, create jobs, and provide training to thousands of workers. 

Our challenge today is to enhance the ability of minority Americans to 
participate more fully in the market economy and to achieve greater economic 
independence. 

In my December 17.1982, statement, I promised to designate the first full week 
in October each year to honor the many valuable contributions minority 
businessmen and businesswomen make to our society. 

NOW. THEREFORE. I RONALD REAGAN. President of the United States of 
America, do hereby proclaim the week of October 2 through October 8,1983, 
as Minority Enterprise Development Week, and I call upon all Americans to 
join together with minority business enterprises across the country in appro¬ 
priate observances. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 11th day of 
August, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-three, and of the 
Independence of the United States of America the two hundred and eighth. 


I™ Doc. 83-22406 
ni«t 6-12-83; 10:28 *m| 
Billing cod* 31SS-01-M 
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IF* Doc. 83-22407 
Filed 8-12-63; 10:29 era] 
Billing code 3I95-01-M 


Presidential Documents 


Executive Order 12437 of August 11, 1983 

Fuel Use Prohibitions 


By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and statutes of 
the United States of America, and in order to eliminate unnecessary adminis¬ 
trative burdens and costs associated with the conversion of certain Federal 
powerplants to alternative sources of fuel, as required by the Powerplant and 
Industrial Fuel Use Act of 1978 (92 Stat. 3289), it is hereby ordered that 
Executive Order No. 12217 is revoked. 


|FR Doc. 83-22402 
Filed 5-12-63; 10.29 am] 
Billing code 3195-01-M 


THE WHITE HOUSE, 
August 11 1933 . 
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OFFICE OF PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

5 CFR Parts 550 and 551 

Fay Administration (General) and 
Federal Pay Administration Under the 
Fair Labor Standards Act; Computing 
Fractional Hours of Overtime Work 

agency: Office of Personnel 

Management 

action: Final rule. 

summary: The Office of Personnel 
Management is issuing final regulations 
under the premium pay provisions of 
title 5. United States Code, and the 
overtime pay provisions of the Fair 
Labor Standards Act for the treatment 
of fractional hours of overtime work for 
time spent by covered Federal 
employees in principal activities and for 
time spent by covered Federal 
employees in preshift/postshift 
activities. These regulations will 
simplify pay administration by 
providing the same administrative 
procedures for crediting fractional hours 
of overtime work and for determining 
the creditability of time spent In preshift 
and postshift activities under the two 
laws. They are intended to meet the 
unique needs of the Federal workplace 
and to accomplish the Integration of 
applicable provisions of civil service 
laws with those of the Fair Labor 
Standards Act. 

effective date: September 14.1983. 
for further information contact: 
Mary Angel. (202) 632-4684; Dwight 
Brown (202) 632-4634. 
supplementary information: Effective 
January 29. 1981. OPM published final 
regulations (45 FR 85659) for Federal pay 
administration under the Fair Labor 
Standards Act (FLSA). Those 
regulations provided, in pari, 
administrative procedures for the 


treatment of fractional hours of overtime 
work that were based on the treatment 
of such work in the private sector. In the 
supplementary’ information for those 
regulations, we stated that we would be 
changing 5 CFR Part 550 to provide the 
same administrative procedures for the 
computation of fractional hours of 
overtime work under title 5, U.S. Code. 
The Comptroller General had informed 
us that he would have “no legal 
objection” to that regulatory 
amendment. 

On July 2.1982. OPM published 
proposed regulations (47 FR 28902) for 
the computation of fractional hours of 
overtime work performed by Federal 
employees under title 5, U.S Code, and 
Federal employees under the FLSA. 
Those regulations provided identical 
administrative procedures under both 
laws for the treatment of time spent in 
principal activities and time spent in 
preshift/postshift activities. 

We received comments on those 
proposed regulations from eight 
agencies, one union representing 
Federal employees, and four trade 
associations representing the meat 
industry. The comments and our actions 
on those comments are summarized as 
follows: 

General 

To address the concerns of these 
organizations, OPM has amended the 
proposed regulations: 

(1) To more clearly distinguish 
between time spent In principal 
activities (activities an employee is 
hired to perform) and time spent in 
preshift/postshift activities (activities 
performed before or after the employee's 
principal activities) and 

(2) To delete the proposed 
requirement that employees be 
compensated for otherwise 
nonoompensable activities performed 
before or after their principal activities 
when those activities were performed 
immediately after a compensable 
preshift activity or immediately before a 
compensable postshift activity. 

In addition, the proposed 
administrative procedures for crediting 
fractional hours of overtime work under 
title 5. U.S. Code, and the FLSA have 
been deleted from the final regulations. 
Those procedures are now included in 
an appendix to Book 550 of FPM 
Supplement 990-2 and in an FPM letter 
in the 551 series that are being published 


simultaneously with this regulation. 
These publications also contain more 
detailed information on the differences 
between principal activities and 
preshift/postshift activities and indude 
attachments that (1) illustrate the 
distinction between time spent in 
principal activities and time spent in 
preshift/postshift activities and (2) 
provide examples of preshift/postshift 
activities that are drawn from the 
legislative history of the Portal-to-Portal 
Act, Supreme Court decisions, and other 
judidal and Comptroller Genera] 
decisions. 

Prindpol Activities 

Several agencies stated that crediting 
every minute of overtime work would 
present problems for their 
administrative, managerial and/or 
payroll systems. This requirement is not 
a change in policy. The requirement for 
crediting every minule of regularly 
scheduled overtime work under the 
FLSA was stated in FPM Letter 551-6, 
dated June 12,1975, and was induded. 
at i 551.521(b), Title 5, CFR, in the final 
regulations for pay administration under 
the FLSA, effective January 29.1981. 

Several agencies also stated that they 
were currently compensating employees 
for irregular or occasional overtime 
work by rounding the time spent in such 
work to the nearest half-hour and stated 
that it would require a great deal of time 
and expense to change their payroll 
systems so that they could round 
irregular or occasional overtime work to 
the nearest quarter-hour. Again, this 
requirement to credit irregular or 
occasional overtime work on a quarter- 
hour (or less) basis is not a change in 
policy. This requirement under the FLSA 
was stated in FPM Letter 551-6, dated 
June 12,1975. and at i 551.521(a), Title 5, 
CFR. This requirement has been 
extended to title 5, United States Code, 
to provide the same administrative 
procedures under both laws and, 
thereby, eliminate dual computations 
with regard to fractional hours of 
overtime work. 

Preshift And Postshift (Preparatory and 
Concluding) Activities 

Several agencies were unsure of the 
distinction being made between 
preshift/postshift activities and 
preparotory/concluding activities. The 
terms "preshift/postshift" have been 
used by the Comptroller General to refer 
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to such activities performed by 
employees subject to title 5 and. for 
purposes of consistency, we have 
retained that usage in Part 550; the terms 
"preparatory/concluding'* are used to 
refer to such activities under the FLSA 
and, for that reason, we have retained 
them In Part 551. Preshift/postshift 
activities and preparatory/concluding 
activities are identical. They are 
activities performed by the employee 
before or after the principal activities of 
his or her position. However, by 
definition, they are not the principal 
activities of an employee’s position. 

Several agencies also expressed 
confusion about the distinction between 
irregular or occasional overtime work 
and preshift/postshift activities. An 
employee who is performing irregular or 
occasional overtime work is performing 
the principal activities of his or her 
position during the period of overtime 
work. As stated earlier, preshift/ 
postshift activities are activities 
performed by an employee before or 
after the principal activities of his or her 
position and. as such, they are not part 
of his or her principal activities. This 
distinction is further illustrated in an 
attachment to the appendix to Book 550 
of FPM Supplement 990-2 and in an 
attachment to the FPM letter in the 551 
series that are being published 
simultaneously with this regulation. 

Several agencies and the four trade 
associations representing the meat 
industry also requested examples of 
compensable preshift/postshift 
activities and more specific guidance 
concerning clothes-changing. This 
information is also being provided in an 
attachment to the appendix to Book 550 
of FPM Supplement 990-2 and in an 
attachment to the FPM letter in the 551 
series. The activity of clothes-changing 
is specifically addressed. 

One labor organization representing 
Federal employees was concerned that 
preshift/postshift activities would be 
compensable only if the total time spent 
in those activities totaled more than ten 
minutes per daily tour of duty and 
expressed the belief that this was in 
conflict with the requirement of 
i 551.521. Title 5. CFR, for payment for 
every minute of regular overtime work. 
Section 551.521(b). Title 5. CFR. states 
that "An employee shall be 
compensated for every minute of 
regularly scheduled overtime work." As 
preshift/post shift activities are not the 
principal activities of an employee’s 
position, they cannot be regularly 
scheduled overtime work, even if they 
are performed on a regular basis. 
Therefore, the requirement that an 
employee must be paid for every minute 


of regularly scheduled overtime work 
does not apply to preshift/postshift 
activities. 

One agency and the four trade 
associations representing the meat 
industry also commented that agencies 
should be able to disregard and. 
therefore, not compensate employees 
for. preshift/postshift activities of more 
than ten minutes per daily tour of duty. 
The dictum in Eugie L Baylor, et al v. 
United Slates (193 CT. CL 331). and the 
subsequent expressions by the 
Comptroller General on preshift and 
postshift activities support the 
administrative determination that 
preshift/postshift activities are 
compensable if an employee spends 
more than ten minutes per daily tour of 
duty in such activities. These regulations 
establish this standard for the Federal 
sector. 

A number of agencies suggested 
revision of our procedures for crediting 
preshift/postshift activities. Our final 
regulations have been revised to 
incorporate their suggestions. The 
revised procedures provide that the 
head of an agency must determine (1) 
whether the preshift/postshift activities 
are so closely related to the employee's 
principal activities that they may be 
considered work and (2) whether the 
performance of those activities will 
require more than ten minutes per daily 
tour of duty. If the head of the agency 
determines that the preshift/postshift 
activities meet these two criteria, he or 
she shall establish a maximum time 
period for performing those activities. 
The employee will be compensated for 
the time spent actually performing such 
activities, but in no case will the 
employee be compensated for a greater 
amount of time than the period of time 
established by the agency head. 

If the agency head determines that 
preshift/postshift activities are 
compensable, the procedures that are 
used to credit time spent in irregular or 
occasional overtime work will be used 
to credit time spent in preshift/postshift 
activities. Those procedures will be used 
because both irregular or occasional 
overtime work and preshift/postshift 
activities are performed outside of the 
employee's regularly scheduled daily 
tour of duty. 

A number of agencies also asked 
whether preshift/postshift activities 
must be performed regularly to be 
compensable. It is possible that preshift/ 
postshift activities could be performed 
on an irregular basis and still be 
compensable. For example, a supervisor 
could assign the task of performing a 
compensable preshift activity to a 
different employee each time that task 


had to be performed. The time spent in 
that activity would be compensable for 
the employee who performed that 
activity, even though the task was 
performed on an irregular basis and 
even though a different employee 
performed the task each time. 

One agency and the four trade 
associations representing the meat 
industry addressed the problem of 
crediting, as hours of work, time spent in 
nonwork activities performed after a 
compensable preshift activity or before 
a compensable postshift activity. The 
final regulations specify that only time 
actually spent performing compensable 
preshift/postshift activities is creditable 
as hours of work and that in no case is 
credit allowed for a nonwork activity 
performed before or after an employee s 
principal activities. 

Set-Offs for Periods of Non work During 
the Workday 

The four trade associations 
representing the meat industry 
recommended that OPM amend its 
regulations to allow set-offs of paid 
nonwork time against compensable 
preshift/postshift activities. Under the 
FLSA, there is no requirement for 
scheduling work; a workday begins with 
the commencement of the employee’s 
principal activities and ends with the 
conclusion of the employee's principal 
activities for that day. Thus, periods of 
nonwork at the beginning or end of the 
workday (and certain nonwork periods 
during the workday when the employee 
is completely relieved from duty) are not 
included when computing hours of work 
under the FLSA. However, under title 5 
the head of an agency is required to 
establish a basic 48-hour workweek for 
full-time employees (5 U.S.C 6101(a)(2)). 
There is no provision to allow the 
reduction of the workweek on a daily 
basis because of insufficient work. 
Nevertheless, if. because of a particular 
work situation, an employee must 
regularly begin principal activities later 
than other employees or end principal 
activities earlier than other employees, 
that employee's work schedule can be 
adjusted by the head of the agency to 
take that into account. It is also an 
established principle that any time sDent 
by an employee performing preshift/ 
postshift activities within his or her 
daily tour of duty (the scheduled 8-hour 
workday) is not compensable at an 
overtime rate of pay. In addition, ii an 
employee’s principal activities terminate 
earlier than usual because insufficient 
work is available on a given day. the 
agency should require the employee to 
perform (or to begin to perform) 
postshift activities within the time 
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regularly scheduled for principal 
activities and, thereby, eliminate or 
reduce the overtime that would 
otherwise be 9pent in postshift activities 
on that particular day. 

Miscellaneous 

We have made most of the editorial 
revisions suggested by agencies, in 
addition, we have amended the 
definition of "workday" in section 
551.411 to substitute "activities" for 
“activityfs)** wherever it appears and we 
have amended the last sentence of the 
definition of "regular working hours" in 
lection 551.421 to relate it to an 
employee's regularly scheduled 
administrative workweek under title 5. 
These regulations apply to agencies as 
defined in 5 5 550.103(b) and 551.102(b), 
Title 5. CFR. 

These regulations are consistent with 
the interpretations of the courts and the 
Comptroller General under title 5 in the 
Federal sector and are consistent with 
the rulings and interpretations of the 
Department of Labor and the courts 
under the FLSA in the private sector. 

E 0 22291, Federal Regulation 

0PM has determined that this is not 8 
major rule as defined under Section 1(b) 
ofE.0.12291. Federal Regulation. 

Regulatory Flexibility Act 

I certify that this regulation will not 
have 8 significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
because the regulations would govern 
only the computation of fractional hours 
of overtime work under title 5 U.S. Code, 
and the FLSA 

List of Subjects 

SCFR Part 550 

Government employees. Wages, Civil 
defense, Administrative practice and 

procedure. 

5 CFR Part 551 

Government employees. Wages, Fair 
Labor Standards Act. Travel, Manpower 
training programs. Administrative 
practice and procedure. 

I S Office of Personnel Management. 

Donald J. Devine, 

Director. 

Accordingly, the Office of Personnel 
Management is amending Parts 550 and 
fcl of Tide 5, Code of Federal 
Emulations, os follows: 

PART 550—PAY ADMINISTRATION 
(GENERAL) 

* 5S0 .11 |Amended] 

U) Section 550.111 is amended by 
removing the words “each hour of* after 


the phrase "* * * overtime work means 
* * *” In paragraphs (a) and (d). 

(2) Section 550.112 is amended by 
redesignating paragraphs (a) through (f) 
as paragraphs (c) through (h) 
respectively, and by adding new 
paragraphs (a) and (b) to read as 
follows: 

5 550.112 Computation of overtime work. 

The computation of the amount of 
overtime work of an employee is subject 
to the following conditions: 

(a) Time spent in principal activities . 
Principal activities are the activities that 
an employee is employed to perform. 
They are the activities that an employee 
performs during his or her regularly 
scheduled administrative workweek 
(including regular overtime work) and 
activities performed by an employee 
during periods of irregular or occasional 
overtime work authorized under 

5 550.111. Overtime work in principal 
activities shall be credited as follows: 

(1) An employee shall be 
compensated for every minute of regular 
overtime work. 

(2) A quarter of an hour shall be the 
largest fraction of sn hour used for 
crediting irregular or occasional 
overtime work under this subpart. When 
irregular or occasional overtime work is 
performed in other than the full fraction, 
odd minutes shall be rounded up or 
rounded down to the nearest full 
fraction of an hour used to credit 
overtime work. 

(b) Time spent in preshift or postshift 
activities* A p re shift activity is a 
preparatory activity that an employee 
performs prior to the commencement of 
his or her principal activities, and a 
postshift activity is a concluding activity 
that an employee performs after the 
completion of his or her principal 
activities. Such activities are not 
principal activities as defined in 
paragraph (a) of this section. 

(1) (i) If the head of a department 
reasonably determines that a preshift or 
poatshift activity is closely related to an 
employee's principal activities, and is 
indispensable to the performance of the 
principal activities, and that the total 
time spent in that activity is more than 
10 minutes per daily tour of duty, he or 
she shall credit all of the time spent in 
that activity, including the 10 minutes, 
as hours of work. 

(ii) If the time spent in a preshift or 
postshift activity is compensable as 
hours of work, the head of the 
department shall schedule the time 
period for the employee to perform that 
activity. An employee shall be credited 
with the actual time spent in that 
activity during the time period 
scheduled by the head of the 


department. In no case shall the time 
credited for the performance of an 
activity exceed the time scheduled by 
the head of the department. If the time 
period scheduled by the head of the 
department for the performance of a 
pereshift or postshift activity is outside 
the employee's daily tour of duty, the 
employee shall be credited with the time 
spent performing that activity in 
accordance with paragraph (a)(2) of this 
section. 

(2) A preshift or postshift activity that 
is not closely related to the performance 
of the principal activities is considered a 
preliminary or postliminary activity. 
Time spent in preliminary or 
postliminary activities is excluded from 
hours of work and is not compensable, 
even if it occurs between periods of 
activity that are compensable as hours 
of work. 

PART 551—PAY ADMINISTRATION 
UNDER THE FAIR LABOR 
STANDARDS ACT 

1. Section 551.411(a) is revised to read 
as follows: 

5 551.411 Workday. 

(a) For the purposes of this part, 
"workday" means the period between 
the commencement of the principal 
activities that an employee is engaged to 
perform on a given day, and the 
cessation of the principal activities for 
that day. All time spent by an employee 
in the performance of such activities is 
hours of work. The workday is not 
limited to a calendar day or any other 
24-hour period. 

• § t • # 

2. Section 551.412 is revised to read as 
follows: 

5 551.412 Preparatory or concluding 
activities. 

(a) (1) If an agency reasonably 
determines that a preparatory or 
concluding activity is closely related to 
an employee's principal activities, and is 
indispensable to the performance of the 
principal activities, and that the total 
time spent in that activity is more than 
10 minutes per workday, the agency 
shall credit all of the time spent in that 
activity, including the 10 minutes, as 
hours of work. 

(2) If the time spent in a preparatory 
or concluding activity is compensable as 
hours of work, the agency shall schedule 
the time period for the employee to 
perform that activity. An employee shall 
be credited with the actual time spent in 
that activity during the time period 
scheduled by the agency. In no case 
shall the time credited for the 
performance of an activity exceed the 








36806 Federal Register / Vol. 48. No. 158 / Monday, August 15, 1983 / Rules and Regulations 


time scheduled by the agency. The 
employee shall be credited for the time 
spent performing preparatory or 
concluding activities in accordance with 
paragraph (b) of $551,521 of this part. 

(b) A preparatory or concluding 
activity that is not closely related to the 
performance of the principal activities is 
considered a preliminary or 
postliminary activity. Time spent in 
preliminary or postliminary activities is 
excluded from hours of work and is not 
compensable, even if it occurs between 
periods of activity that are compensable 
as hours of work. ' 

3. Section 551.421 is amended by 
removing the last sentence of that 
section and inserting in its place the 
following: 

$ 551.421 Regular working hours. 

• •iii 

* * * For purposes of this part, 
“regular working hours*’ means the days 
and hours of an employee’s regularly 
scheduled administrative workweek 
established under part 610 of this 
chapter. 

4. Section 551.521 is revised to read as 
follows: 

$ 551.521 Frictional Hours of Work. 

(a) An employee shall be 
compensated for every minute of regular 
overtime work. 

(b) A quarter of an hour shall be the 
largest fraction of an hour used for 
crediting irregular or occasional ovetime 
work under this subpart. When irregular 
or occasional overtime work is 
performed in other than the full fraction* 
odd minutes shall be rounded up or 
rounded down to the nearest full 
fraction of an hour used to credit 
overtime work. 

(5 U.8.C. 554* 29 U S.C. 204(f)) 

JFR Doc. SS~222fiS FU«d 4-12~43 M6«n) 

BILLING COOf U2V01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 
14 CFR Part 39 

(Docket No. 63-ASW-31; Arndt 39-47061 

Airworthiness Directives; Sikorsky 
Aircraft Division Model S-61 Series 
Helicopters 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This amendment adopts a 
new airworthiness directive (AD) which 
requires repetitive inspection of the 


main gear box chip dectctor and 
scavenge screen for steel particles on 
Sikorsky Model S-61 series helicopters. 
This AD is prompted by a report of a 
fractured spur gear which resulted in a 
forced landing. Failure of a spur gear 
could result in loss of power to the rotor. 

DATES: Effective August 29.1983. 
Compliance schedule—As prescribed in 
body of AD. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Bernard Schaffer, ANE-153, Federal 
Aviation Administration, New England 
Region, Boston Aircraft Certification 
Branch, 12 New England Executive Park* 
Burlington, Massachusetts 01803, 
telephone (617) 273-7332. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 

addition to the forced landing, there 
have been several reports of failures of 
this part number spur gear in the main 
gear boxes of like-model helicopters. 
Since this condition is likely to exist or 
develop on other helicopters of the same 
type design, an AD is being issued 
which requires inspection of the main 
gear box chip detector and scavenge 
screen for steel particles on Sikorsky 
Model S-61 series helicopters. Since a 
situation exists that requires immediate 
adoption of this regulation* it is found 
that notice and public procedure hereon 
are impracticable, and good cause exists 
for making this amendment effective in 
less than 30 days. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 

Air transportation. Aircraft Aviation 
safety, Safety. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 

S 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended 
by adding the following new 
airworthiness directive: 

Sikorsky Aircraft Division: Applies to all 
Sikorsky Model S-61 series helicopters, 
certificated in all categories, equipped 
with P/N S6135-20608-1 spur gears. 
Compliance is required within the next 10 
hours' time in service after the effective data 
of this AD, and thereafter at intervals not to 
exceed 10 hours' time in service from the last 
inspection. 

To detect possible failure of spur gear. P/N 
S6135-20006-1, In the main guar box, 
accomplish the following: 

1. On all aircraft equipped with a 
functional cockpit main gear box chip 
detecting system, visually Inspect main gear 
box oil scavenge screen for steel particles. 

2. On all aircraft not equipped with a 
cockpit main gear box chip detecting system, 
visually inspect both the main gear box chip 
detector and scavenge screen for steel 
particles. 


3. If steel particles are found, except for 
fine hairline particles, replace the gear box 
before further flight 

4. Equivalent means of compliance may bf 
approved by the Manager. Boston Aircraft 
Certification Branch, Federal Aviation 
Administration. New England Region. 12 Nut 
England Executive Park. Burlington. 
Massachusetts 01803. 


This amendment becomes effective 
August 29, 1983. 


(Secs. 313(a), 001. and 803. Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958. ns amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423); 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised 
Pub. L 97-449, January 12,1963); 14 CFR 1189 
Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
regulation is an emergency regulation that it 
not considered to be major under Executive 
Order 12291. It is impracticable for the 
agency to follow the procedures of Order 
12291 with respect to this rule since the nils 
must be issued immediately to correct an 
unsafe condition in aircraft. It has been 
further determined that this action involve* 
as emergency regulation under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 FR 
11034: February 28.1979). If this action is 
subsequently determined to involve a 
sigTiificant/major regulation, a final 
regulatory evaluation or analysis, bb 
appropriate, will be prepared and placed in 
the regulatory docket (otherwise, an 
evaluation or analysis is not required). A 
copy of it* when filed, may be obtained by 
contacting the person identified under the 
caption "FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT.** 


Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on July 28. 
1983. 

F. E Whitfield, 

Acting Director, Southwest Region . 

(FR One. B9-221M Hied 449 «m| 

BILLING COOC 4*14-1*41 


14 CFR Part 73 


[Airspace Docket No. 63-ASO-16] 


Alteration of Restricted Area R-6001, 
Fort Jackson, SC 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Final rule. 


summary: This amendment realigns 
Restricted Area R-6001 located in the 
vicinity of Fort Jackson, SC The U.S. 
Army had a requirement to expand the 
restricted area to the south and reduce 
the western portion to accommodate 
artillery and mortar Bring training 
exercises. This action Increases safety 
by containing all artillery firing within 
Restricted Area R-6001. 


effective DATE: September 29,1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Lewis W. Still, Airspace Regulations 
and Obstructions Branch (AAT-230), 
Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical 
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Information Division. Air Traffic 
Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue. SW.. Washington. D.C. 20591; 
telephone: (202) 426-8783. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

History 

On May 26,1983, the FAA proposed to 
amend Part 73 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to realign 
Restricted Ares R-6001 (48 FR 23861) to 
accommodate artillery and mortar firing 
points. This realignment will expand 
present restricted airspace on the 
southern portion and reduce restricted 
airspace on the western portion. 

Presently, all artillery and most mortar 
Tiring points/range safety fans extend to 
or 8re located outside of current 
boundaries. The South Carolina Army 
National Guard is presently traveling to 
Fort Cordon, GA. Fort Stewart. GA, and 
Fort Bragg, NC, to conduct their artillery 
firing. This action has a significant 
impact on saving travel time and funds. 
Interested parties were invited to 
participate in this rulemaking 
proceeding by submitting written 
comments on the proposal to the FAA. 

No comments objecting to the proposal 
were received. Except for editorial 
changes, this amendment Is the same as 
that proposed in the notice. Section 
^3.60 of Part 73 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations was republished in 
Advisory Circular AC 70-3A dated 
January 3, 1983. 

The Rule 

This amendment to Part 73 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations realigns 
Restricted Area R-6001 located in the 
vicinity of Fort Jackson. SC. The U.S. 
Army needs to expand the restricted 
*rea to the south and reduce the 
western portion to accommodate 
artillery and mortar firing training 
exercises. This action increases safety 
by containing all artillery firing within 
Restricted Area R-6001. 

List of Subjects In 14 CFR Part 73 

Restricted areas. 

Adoption of the Amendment 
PART 73—(AMENDED] 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
^legated to me. ( 73.60 of Part 73 of the 
federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
Part 73), is amended, effective 0901 
ij m,t., September 29,1983. as follows: 

JJ-W01 Fort Jackson. SC (Revoked) 

Fort Jackson, SC |N«w| 

Boundaries, Beginning at lat. 33*59*30“ N., 
ong. 80*52*01“ W.: to 1st. 34*05*03“ N., 
long. 80*52*12** W.: to northeast along 


Percival Rood to lat. 34*06*15“ N., long. 
80'49’04“ W ; to east along North 
Boundary Road to lat. 34*03*41“ N.. long. 
00*42*13* W.; to lat. 34*01*40“ N.. long. 
00*4215“ W.; to lat. 34*00*33“ N.. long. 
00*44*24“ W.; to lat. 34*01*00“ N.. long. 
00*45*55“ W 4 to lat 34*01*05“ N.. long. 
00*47*00“ W4 to lat. 34*00*54“ N.. long. 
00*48*00” W.; to lat. 34*00*30“ N.. long. 
00*40*57“ W4 to lat 34*00*12“ N- long. 
00*49*28“ W.; to lat 33*59*45“ N.. long. 
00*50*00“ W.; thence to point of 
beginning. 

Designated altitudes. Surface to 3^00 feet 
MSL 

Time of designation. Intermittent 0630 to 
2400. 

Controlling agency. FAA, jacksonville 
ARTCC. 

Using agency. Commanding General Fort 
Jackson, SC. 

R-6001B Fort Jackson, SC (New) 

Boundaries. Beginning at lat 33*59*30“ N.. 
long 00*52*04* W.; to lat 34*05*03“ N- 
long. 00*5212 to northeast along 
Percival Road to lat. 34*06*15** N.. long. 
00*49*04“ W 4 to east along North 
Boundary Road to lat 34*03*41" N„ long. 
00*42*13“ W 4 to lat 34*01*40*’ N. long. 
00*42*15“ W.: to lat. 34*00*33" N.. long. 
00*44*24" W.; to lat. 34*01*00" N.. long. 
00*45 55" W 4 to lat 34*01*05" N. long. 
80*47*00“ W.; to lat 34*00*54" N., long. 
00*48*00“ W.; to lat. 34*00*30" N„ long. 
80*48*57“ W.; to lat. 34*00*12" N.. long. 
80*49*28" W.; to lat. 33*59*45" N.. long. 
80*50*00** W.; thence to point of 
beginning. 

Designated altitudes. 3.200 feet MSL to FL 
230. 

Time of designation. Intermittent. 0630 to 
2400. 

Controlling agency. FAA Jacksonville 
ARTCC. 

Using agency. Commanding General. Port 
Jackson. SC. 

(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a). Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 U.S.C 1348(a) and 1354(a)): (49 
U.S.C 106(g) (Revised Pub. L 97-449, January 
12.1983)); and 14 CFR 11.09) 

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
regulation only involves an established body 
of technical regulations for which frequent 
and routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore—(1) is not a "major rule" under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule" under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034: 
February' 201979); and (3) does not warrant 
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as the 
anticipated Impact is so minimal. Since this is 
a routine matter that will only affect air 
traffic procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule will not have a 
significant economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the criteria of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 


Issued in Washington. D.C. on August 5, 
1963. 

B. Keith Potts, 

Manager, Airspace—Rates and Aeronautical 
information Division. 

IKK Doc SS-X22OT FltoJ t-U-O 845 mm] 

MLUNO COOC 4t 10-15-41 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Internal Revenue Service 

26 CFR Parts 31 and 35 

IT.D. 7906J 

Employment Taxes; Reporting by 
Certain Large Food or Beverage 
Establishments With Respect to Tips 

agency: Internal Revenue Service. 
Treasury. 

action: Final regulations. 

summary: This document contains final 
regulations relating to reporting by 
certain large food or beverage 
establishments with respect to tips. 
Changes to the applicable tax law were 
made by The Tax Equity and Fiscal 
Responsibility Act of 1982 (Pub. L 97- 
248). These regulations, which supersede 
the temporary regulations on this 
subject affect employers at certain large* 
food or beverage establishments and 
their tipped employees and provide 
them with guidance necessary to comply 
with the law. 

OATES: The regulations apply to 
reporting by employers at large food or 
beverage establishments with respect to 
tips for calendar year 1983 and 
thereafter. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Linda M. Kroening of the Legislation and 
Regulations Division, Office of Chief 
Counsel. Internal Revenue Service, 1111 
Constitution Avenue. N.W., Washington. 
D.C. 20224 (Attention: CC:LR:T) (202- 
566-3288). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On December 8,1902, the Federal 
Register published temporary 
regulations (47 FR 55215) and proposed 
amendments (47 FR 55248) to the 
Employment Tax Regulations (28 CFR 
Part 31) under section 6053 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. These 
amendments were proposed to conform 
the regulations to section 314 of the Tax 
Equity and Fiscal Responsibility Act of 
1982 (Pub. L 97-248, 96 Stat. 803), 
Numerous written comments responding 
to this notice were received. A public 
hearing was held February’ 8.1983. After 
consideration of all comments regarding 
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the proposed amendments, those 
amendments are adopted by this . 
Treasury decision with several revisions 
in response to the comments. The 
revisions and the comments are 
discussed below. 

Public Comments 

The regulations generally provide 
that, for calendar year 1983 and 
thereafter, an employer shall file a 
separate calendar year information 
return for each of the employer's food or 
beverage establishments. The 
regulations describe the information 
required on the return. Such information 
includes aggregate charge receipts on 
which there were charged tips and 
aggregate charged tips. Several 
commentators have stated that the 
requirement to segregate charge receipts 
with charged tips from charge receipts 
without charged tips is an unwarranted 
administrative burden. The Information 
is necessary, however, for both 
compliance purposes and the 
Congressionally mandated tip study 
provided for in section 314(c) of the Tax 
Equity and Fiscal Responsibility Act of 
1982 (Pub. L 97-248,96 Stat. 605). 

For the first quarter of 1983, the 
regulations provide that information 
similar to that required for the calendar 
year return shall be reported except that 
no tip allocations are required. 
Commentators requested that the 
requirement in the proposed regulations 
to list the name, identification number, 
wages paid to, and tips reported by each 
tipped employee of an establishment 
during the first quarter of 1983 be 
eliminated due to the administrative 
burden on employers. The final 
regulations have incorporated this 
change. 

The proposed regulations provided 
that, for large food or beverage 
establishments reporting under the same 
employer identification number, the last 
five digits of the large food or beverage 
establishment identification numbers 
would include a unique five digit 
number beginning with "00001" and 
progressing In numerical sequence until 
each establishment had been assigned a 
number. Commentators requested that 
employers be allowed to use unique five 
digit numbers other than ones in 
numerical sequence in order to 
accomodate existing accounting 
practices. The final regulations 
incorporate the requested change. 

The preamble to the temporary 
regulations under section 6053(c) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954 
requested comments regarding the 
feasibility of an abbreviated first 
quarter information return that would be 
filed in June 1983 in lieu of separately 


stating the first quarter information on 
the 1983 calendar year return. Based on 
comments received, it was decided to 
retain the proposed regulation's 
requirement that the first quarter 
information would be separately stated 
on the 1983 calendar year return which 
is due on or before the last day of 
February. 1984. 

The regulations provide that an 
employer is to allocate as tips the 
excess of 8 percent of the gross receipts 
of a large food or beverage 
establishment for a payroll period over 
the aggregate amount of tips reported by 
employees to an employer under section 
6053(a) of the Code for the same payroll 
period. The proposed regulations 
provided that, for purposes of 
calculating tip allocations, the employer 
could substitute any period that did not 
exceed 31 days for the term "payroll 
period." Commentators stated that 
requiring tip allocations on even a 31 
day basis is too burdensome and 
requested that more flexibility be 
allowed. The final regulations therefore 
provide that an employer may substitute 
the calendar year or any period that 
results from a reasonable division of a 
calendar year for the term "payroll 
period" when making tip allocations. 

The proposed regulations provided 
that an employer could apply to the 
district director for the district in which 
the employer's large food or beverage 
establishment was located to have the 
percentage of gross receipts required to 
be allocated under section 6053(c)(3)(A) 
of the Code and the regulations 
thereunder reduced from 8 percent to 
the percentage (not below 5 percent) the 
district director determined to be the 
best estimate of the actual percentage of 
gross receipts constituting tips. 
Commentators stated that to require 
separate applications for each of an 
employer's establishments is unduly 
burdensome and requested that single 
applications be allowed for all 
establishments of an employer that are 
similar in operation and that have the 
same tip rate. The final regulations 
therefore provide for single applications 
for an employer's establishments that 
are essentially the same type of 
business and have the same tip rates. 
These single applications are limited to 
establishments located in the Internal 
Revenue Service region and are to be 
filed with the district director for the 
district in which the greatest number of 
the employer's establishments are 
located. In light of this change, the final 
regulations provide that for applications 
for reduction filed prior to September 30. 
1983, the district director may allow an 
approved reduced percentage to be 


applied retroactively to the first day of 
calendar year 1983. 

The proposed regulation's definition 
of "gross receipts" required that the 
retail value of complimentary food or 
beverages served to customers be 
included in gross receipts. 
Commentators requested that certain 
types of complimentary food or 
beverages be exempted either because 
tipping is not customary or because to 
account for them is administratively 
burdensome and to exclude them from 
gross receipts would not significantly 
affect the tip rate data. The final 
regulations therefore define 
complimentary food or beverages as 
those food or beverages served to 
customers without charge for which 
tipping is customary and which are 
served in connection with an activity 
engaged in for profit whose receipts 
would not be included in gross receipts 
from the provision of food or beverages 
or in nonallocable receipts. Examples of 
food or beverages that would not be 
included at retail value in gross receipts 
are complimentary hors d'oeuvres 
served at a bar, a complimentary dessert 
served to a regular patron of a 
restaurant and a complimentary fruit 
basket placed in a hotel room. The retail 
value of complimentary drinks served to 
customers in a gambling casino would 
generally be included in gross receipts. 

The proposed regulations stated that 
charge receipts would not include 
charges to a hotel room. This 
requirement was in response to a 
colloquy on the Senate floor. 
Commentators have requested, 
however, that the rule be flexible 
enough to allow for a given employer’s 
normal accounting practices. The final 
regulations therefore provide that 
charges to a hotel room may be 
excluded from charge receipts if such 
exclusion is consistent with the 
employer's normal accounting practices 
and such exclusion is applied 
consistently for a given large food or 
beverage establishment. Otherwise, 
charges to a hotel room shall be 
included in charge receipts. 

The proposed regulations stated that 
tipping would not be considered 
customary for cafeterias. Commentators 
requested that what constituted a 
cafeteria be specified. The final 
regulations provide such a definition 
along with a definition of a "fast food” 
operation. Further, the final regulations 
state that tipping will not be considered 
customary for a food or beverage 
operation where at least 95 percent of its 
total sales are nonallocable receipts by 
reason of the addition of a service 
charge of 10 percent or more. 
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The proposed regulations did not 
address the issue of the applicability of 
section 6053(c) of the Code to food or 
beverage operations outside the United 
States. Commentators requested that 
this issue be clarified. The final 
regulations therefore specify that 
employers at food or beverage 
operations outside the United States (as 
defined in section 7701(a)(9) of the 
Code) are not subject to section 6053(c) 
of the Code or the regulations 
thereunder* 

Finally, a majority of the comments 
received were apparently the result of 
various misconceptions regarding the 
relation of section 6053(c) of the Code to 
the taxability and taxation of tip 
Income. Section 6053(c) of the Code does 
not have any effect on the withholding 
responsibilities of the employer. 
Employers are to continue to withhold 
Federal income and social security taxes 
only on employees' wages and the tips 
they report to their employer under 
section 6053(a) of the Code as having 
been received in a given period. 
Employees are required, as in the past, 
to report all tips they receive to their 
employers and to include all tips 
received in income. The new tip 
reporting requirements are designed, in 
part, to compare what an employee has 
reported in tips to an estimate of what 
the employee would have received in 
tips if he or she had received an average 
tip of 8 percent for each check given to a 
customer. If the reported amount is less 
than the 6 percent estimate the 
employee will generally receive an 
informational statement (referred to as a 
tip allocation) of the difference. The 
total amount of section 6053(c) tip 
allocations to an employee for a 
calendar year will be stated separately 
from any wages or tips reported to the 
employer on such employee's Form W-2 
for that year. In addition to wages and 
tips as shown on the employee's Form 
^-2. when an employee fills out his or 
her income tax return for the applicable 
year, the employee, as under prior law, 

13 re quired to include in income any tips 
received but not previously reported to 
jne employer. That amouni, if any, could 
oe less than, equal to, or greater than the 
total tip allocations. The employee 
should maintain adequate books and 
records with which to substantiate the 
amount of tips included in income. 

hJon-Applicabilitv of Executive Order 

12291 


. Commissioner has determined 
hat this Treasury decision is not subje 
to review under Executive Order 12291 
or the Treasury and OMB 

implementation of the Order dated Apr 

29.1983. 


Regulatory Flexibility Act 

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 605(b), the 
Secretary of the Treasury has certified 
that the requirements of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act do not apply to this 
regulation as it will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 

The impact of the requirement that 
information returns be made by certain 
large food or beverage establishments 
with respect to tips is due to 
requirements imposed directly by the 
statute. In the areas in which the Service 
has been given significant discretion 
under the statute, the Service has 
exercised its discretion so as to 
minimize the potential impact of 
reporting while at the same time 
ensuring compliance with the statute. 

For example, the first quarter 
information report will not require a 
listing of the name, social security 
number, wages paid to, and tips 
reported by each tipped employee of an 
employer. The regulations allow 
employers to make good faith estimates 
of carryout sales and employee tips 
attributable to a given payroll period or 
a specific food or beverage operation. 
For purposes of making tip allocations, 
the regulations allow employers to 
substitute the calendar year or any 
period that results from a reasonable 
division of a calendar year of the term 
“payroll period." The regulations allow 
an employer to use a single application 
in applying for a reduction from the 8 
percent figure for food or beverage 
establishments of the employer located 
in the same Internal Revenue Service 
region that are essentially the same type 
of business and have the same tip rate. 
Finally, employers at food or beverage 
operations outside the United States (as 
defined in section 7701(a)(9) of the 
Code) have been exempted from the 
requirements of section 6053(c) of the 
Code and the regulations thereunder. 

Drafting Information 

The principal author of these 
regulations is Linda M. Kroening of the 
Legislation and Regulations Division of 
the Office of Chief Counsel, Internal 
Revenue Service. Personnel from other 
offices of the Internal Revenue Service 
and Treasury Department, however, 
participated in developing the 
regulations, both on matters of 
substance and style. 

List of Subjects 

26 CFR Part 31 

Employment taxes. Income taxes. 
Lotteries. Railroad retirement. Social 
Security. Unemployment tax. 


Withholding. Employer reporting with 
respect to tips. 

26 CFR Part 35 

Employment taxes, Withholding. Sick 
pay. Employer reporting with respect to 
tips. 

Adoption of Amendments to the 
Regulations 

§35.6053-1 (Removed) 

Accordingly. 26 CFR Part 35 is 
amended by removing § 35.6053-1, and 
26 CFR Part 31 is amended as follows: 

PART 31—EMPLOYMENT TAXES AND 
COLLECTION OF INCOME TAX AT 
SOURCE 

Paragraph 1. New § 31,6053-3 is added 
immediately after § 31.6053-2 to read as 
follows: 

§ 31.6053-3 Reporting by certain targe 
food or beverage establishments with 
respect to tlpe. 

(a) Information return by an employer 
with respect to tips —(1) In general. An 
employer shall Tile a separate 
information return for each calendar 
year (as defined in paragraph (j)(14) of 
this section) with respect to each large 
food or beverage establishment (as 
defined in paragraph (j)(7) of this 
section) in which such employer has 
employees. The information return shall 
contain the following: 

(i) The employer's name, address, and 
employer identification number 

(ii) The establishment's name, 
address, and identification number (see 
paragraph (a)(5) of this section); 

(iii) The aggregate gross receipts 
(other than nonallocable receipts) of the 
establishment from the provision of food 
or beverages; 

(iv) The aggregate amount of charge 
receipts (other than nonallocable 
receipts) on which there were charged 
tips: 

(v) The aggregate amount of charged 
tips shown on such charge receipts; 

(vi) The aggregate amount of tips 
actually received by food or beverage 
employees of the establishment during 
the calendar year and reported to the 
employer under section 6053(a) (see 
paragraph (j)(15) of this section); 

(vii) The aggregate amount the 
employer is required to report under 
section 6051 and the regulations 
thereunder with respect to service 
charges of less than 10 percent. 

(viii) The name and social security 
number of each employee of the 
establishment during the calendar year 
to whom an allocation was made under 
section 6053(c)(3) and paragraph (d) of 
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this section and the amount of such 
allocation. 

(2) Calendar year 1983 information 
return In the case of the 1983 calendar 
year Information return, the information 
required by paragraph (a)(l)(iiiMviii) of 
this section shall be reported for the 
period beginning with the first payroll 
period ending on or after April 1.1983, 
and ending with the end of the 1983 
calendar year. See paragraph (c) of this 
section relating to information required 
for the first quarter of 1983. 

(3) Prescribed form . The return 
required by this paragraph shall be 
made on Form 8027 with the transmittal 
form being Form 8027T. The information 
required by paragraph (a)(l)(viii) of this 
section may be provided by attaching to 
Form 8027 photocopies of each 
employee's W-2 for whom an allocation 
was made. A copy of any written good 
faith agreements applicable to a given 
calendar year (see paragraph (e) of this 
section) shall be attached to Form 8027 
for such calendar year. 

(4) Time and place for filing. The 
information return required by this 
paragraph shall be filed on or before the 
last day of February of the year 
following the calendar year for which 
the return is made with the Internal 
Revenue Service Center specified by the 
Form 8027 or its instructions. See section 
6852(a) relating to the penalty for failure 
to file this information return. 

(5) Large food or beverage 
establishment identification number. 
Each large food or beverage 
establishment shall have a unique 
identification number to be included on 
Form 8027 and any employer's 
application pursuant to paragraph (h) of 
this section. If an identification number 
is changed for any reason, for example if 
the establishment becomes a different 
“type" of establishment as described in 
paragraph (a)(5)(ii) of this section, or if 
the employer identification number 
changes, the employer shall notify the 
Service by including both the old and 
new identification numbers on the Form 
8027 Filed for the year in which the 
identification number was changed. An 
establishment identification number 
shall be determined as follows: 

(i) The first nine digits shall be the 
employer's identification number (EIN). 

(ii) The next digit shall identify the 
type of large food or beverage 
establishment, with the categories as 
follows: 

(A) The number "1" signifies an 
establishment that senes evening meals 
only (with or without alcoholic 
beverages). 

(B) The number "2" signifies an 
establishment that serves evening meals 


and other meals (with or without 
alcoholic beverages). 

(C) The number "3" signifies an 
establishment that serves only meals 
other than evening meals (with or 
without alcoholic beverages). 

(D) The number “4“ signifies an 
establishment that serves food, if at all. 
as only an incidental part of the 
business of serving alcoholic beverages. 

(iii) The last five digits are to 
differentiate between multiple 
establishments reporting under the same 
EIN number. For this purpose, the 
employer shall assign each 
establishment reporting under such 
employer's EIN number a unique five 
digit number. For example, each 
establishment could be assigned a 
unique number by beginning with 
“00001" and progressing in numerical 
sequence (/>., "00002", “00003". "00004". 
"00005") until each establishment has 
been assigned a number. 

(6) Definitions. See paragraph (j) of 
this section for definitions of various 
terms used in this section. 

(b) Employer statement to 
employees —(1) In general. The 
employer shall furnish to each employee 
to whom an amount is allocated under 
section 6053(c)(3) and paragraph (d) of 
this section a written statement for each 
calendar year containing the following 
information: 

(1) The employer's name and address: 

(ii) The name of the employee; 

(iii) The aggregate amount allocated to 
the employee for the calendar year. 

(2) Prescribed form. The written 
statement required by this paragraph 
shall be made on Form W-2. 

(3) Time and manner for furnishing 
the statement The written statement 
required by this paragraph shall be due 
at the same time and shall be furnished 
in the same manner as the statement 
required to be furnished under section 
6051. See section 6678 relating to the 
penalty for failure to file this statement 

(4) Employee's request for an early 
IV-2. If an employee's employment is 
terminated prior to the end of a calendar 
year and the employee requests an early 
W-2 under section 6051 and S 31.6051- 
1(d), a tip allocation under section 
6053(c) is not required to be shown on 
such early W-2. However, the employer 
may include on such early W-2 the 
employee's actual tip allocation under 
section 6053(c), if known, or a good faith 
estimate of such allocation. A good faith 
estimate of an allocation shall be 
signified by placing the word "estimate" 
next to the allocation on the employee's > 
copy of the early W-2. An amended W- 
2 must be furnished to each employee to 
whom an amount Is allocated under 
section 6053(c), during January of the 


calendar year following the calendar 
year for which the statement is made, if 
there is no tip allocation on the early 
W-2 or if the estimated allocation is 
found to vary from the actual allocution 
by more than 5 percent of the amount of 
the actual allocation. 

(5) Regardless of whether an 
employee receives an allocation under 
section 6053(c) and this section, the 
employee is required to report as income 
all tips received. An employee who fails 
to report the full amount of his or her 
allocation as gross income must be able 
to substantiate the lesser amount 
reported with adequate books and 
records as provided in section 6001 and 
the regulations thereunder. The Internal 
Revenue Service may determine that • 
tipped employee received a larger 
amount of tip Income than is reflected 
by the employee's allocation. 

(c) First quarter report of1983 — (1) In 
general. For the period beginning with 
the first day of calendar year 1983, and 
ending on the last day of the last payroll 
period ending before April 1,1983, an 
employer must file an information return 
for each large food or beverage 
establishment that was a large food or 
beverage establishment on January 1. 
1983, that contains the information 
required by paragraph (a)(l)(i|— (vii) of 
this section for such period. 

(2) Prescribed form. The information 
return required by this paragraph shall 
be made on Form 8027. The returns for 
the first calendar quarter of 1983 end for 
calendar year 1983 may be Incorporated 
onto a single Form 8027 but must 
separately set forth the required 
information for each of the two return 
periods. 

(3) Time and place for filing. The time 
and place for filing the information 
return required by this paragraph shall 
be the same as the calendar year 1983 
information return. See paragraph (a)(4) 
of this section. 

(d) Allocation of excess of 8 percent 
of gross receipts over the aggregate 
amounts of reported tips. (1) In genera!. 
An employer that operates a large food 
or beverage establishment shall allocate 
(as tips for purposes of the requirements 
of section 8053(c) among tipped 
employees at such establishment 
performing services during any payroll 
period an amount equal to the excess or 

(i) Eight percent of the gross receipt* 
(other than nonallocable receipts) of 
such establishment for the payroll 
period, over 

(ii) The aggregate amount of tips 
reported by employees at such 
establishment to the employer under 
section 6053(a) for such period. For this 
purpose, if an employee reports under 








Federal Register / Vol. 48. No. 158 / Monday. August 15. 1963 / Rules and Regulations 


36811 


section 6053(a) on the basis of a period 
other than a payroll period such 
employee may specify what portion of 
his or her reported tips are attributable 
to a given payroll period when reporting 
tips to the employer under section 
6053(a). In the absence of any 
specification by the employee, the 
employer shall allocate the amount of 
tips reported by an employee to a given 
payroll period either 

(A) By multiplying the aggregate 
amount of those reported tips by a 
fraction, the numerator of which is the 
gross receipts attributable to the tipped 
employee for the payroll period and the 
denominator of which is the gross 
receipts attributable by the employee for 
the entire tip reporting period; or 

(B) By multiplying the aggregate 
amount of those reported tips by a 
fraction, the numerator of which is the 
hours worked by the employee during 
the payroll period and the denominator 
of which is the total hours worked by 
the employee during the entire tip 
reporting period. 

With respect to each establishment, the 
employer shall choose the method 
described in either paragraph 

(d)U)(ii)(A) or paragraph (d)(l)(ii)(B) of 
this section for a calendar year and 
apply such method consistently in 
making all allocations required by the 
preceding sentence. If an employee is 
employed in more than one of an 
employer's food or beverage operations, 
such employee may specify what 
portion of his or her reported tips are 
attributable to a given operation when 
reporting tips to the employer under 
section 6053(a). In the absence of any 
specification by the employee, the 
employer shall allocate the amount of 
tips reported by the employee to a given 
food or beverage operation in a manner 
similar to that provided above for 
allocation of tips among payroll periods. 
T.h* employer shall choose the method 
described in either paragraph 
Jd)(l)(ii)(A) or paragraph (d)(1){ii)(B) of 
this section for a calendar year and 
apply such method consistently in 
m.iking all allocations required by the 
preceding sentence. 

( 2 ) Employer not liable to employees 
. of allocations. An employer who makes 
allocations (as tips for purposes of the 
requirements of section 6053(c) and this 
Action) among such employer's 
employees in accordance with 

tf) a nd either paragraph (e) 
or (f) of this section shall not be liable to 
any employee if any amount is 
improperly allocated. However, if an 
employee's total tip allocations for a 


calendar year as reported on Form W-2 
varies from the correct allocation 
amount by more than 5 percent of the 
correct allocation amount, the employer 
shall adjust such employee's allocation 
If such an adjustment of an employee's 
allocation is required, the employer 
shall also review all tips allocations 
made to other employees in the same 
establishment to assure that the error 
did not distort other allocated amounts 
by more than 5 percent Any 
adjustments made for variances of more 
than 5 percent shall be reflected in 
amended W-2*s issued to the affected 
employees. Tip allocations made under 
this section shall have no effect on the 
withholding responsibilities of the 
employer under subtitle C of the Code. 
Withholding on tips is authorized only 
with respect to amounts of tips reported 
to employers by employees under 
section 6053(a). 

(e) Allocation pursuant to a good faith 
agreement The amount determined 
under paragraph (d)(2) of this section for 
each payroll period must be allocated 
among tipped employees providing 
services during such payroll period 
either on the basis of a good faith 
agreement described in this paragraph, 
or, if there is no good faith agreement 
applicable with respect to the payroll 
period on the basis of the allocation 
method provided in paragraph (f) of this 
section. A good faith agreement is a 
written agreement consented to by the 
employer and at least two-thirds of the 
members of each occupational category 
of tipped employees [e.g., waiters, 
busboys, maitre d's) employed in the 
large food or beverage establishment at 
the time the agreement is adopted 
which: 

(1) Provides for the allocation of the 
amount described in paragraph (d)(1) 
among tipped employees in a manner 
that, in combination with the tips 
reported by such employees under 
section 6053(a), will reflect a good faith 
approximation of the actual distribution 
of tip income among such tipped 
employees; 

(2) Is effective prospectively beginning 
with the First day of a payroll period that 
begins after the date of adoption, but in 
no event later than the first day of the 
succeeding calendar year. However, a 
good faith agreement may be effective 
for calendar year 1983 if adopted on or 
before December 31,1983. 

(3) Is adopted at a time when there 
are tipped employees employed by the 
employer in each occupational category 
of tipped employees ( e.g .. waiters, 
busboys. maitre d's) which would be 
affected by the agreement; and 


(4) May be revoked prospectively by a 
written instrumnent adopted by a least 
two-thirds of the tipped employees who 
are employed in the establishment in 
occupational categories affected by the 
agreement at the time of the revocation. 
A revocation of an agreement shall be 
effective only at the beginning of a 
payroll period. 

(f) Allocation method to be used in the 
absence of a good faith agreement (1) In 
a case in which there is no good faith 
agreement in effect and the aggregate 
amount of tips reported pursuant to 
section 6053(a) with respect to a payroll 
period is less than 8 percent of the 
establishment's gross receipts for the 
payroll period, the employer shall 
allocate the difference as tips for 
purposes of section 6053(c) as provided 
in this paragraph. No allocations shall 
be made to indirectly tipped employees. 
An allocation shall be made to each 
directly tipped employee performing 
services for the establishment who has a 
reporting shortfall (as determined under 
paragraph (f)(l)(v) of this section) for the 
payroll period. The amount of each 
allocation shall be determined in the 
following manner 

(i) Multiply the amount of the 
establishment's gross receipts for the 
payroll period by 8 percent (0.08). 

(ii) Determine the aggregate amount of 
tips reported for the payroll period by 
indirectly tipped employees. 

(iii) Subtract from the amount 
determined under paragraph (f)(l)(i) the 
aggregate amount of tips reported by 
indirectly tipped employees as 
determined under paragraph (f)(l)(ii). 
The excess is the directly tipped 
employees' aggregate share of 8 percent 
of the gross receipts of the 
establishment for the payroll period. 

(iv) For each directly tipped employee, 
multiply the amount determined under 
paragraph (f)(l)(iii) by a fraction, the 
numerator of which is the amount of 
gross receipts of the establishment for 
the payroll period that is attributable to 
the employee and the denominator of 
which is the aggregate amount of gross 
receipts for the payroll period that is 
attributable to all directly tipped 
employees. The product is each directly 
tipped employee’s share of 8 percent of 
the gross receipts of the establishment 
for the payroll period. The employer 
may determine the fraction described in 
the first sentence of this subparagraph 
by substituting for the numerator the 
number of hours worked by the directly 
tipped employee during the payroll 
period and by substituting for the 
denominator the number of hours 
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worked by all directly Upped employees 
during the payroll period. 

(v) For each directly tipped employee, 
determine the excess, if any. of the 
amount determined under paragraph 
(f)(l)(iv) over the amount reported as 
tips by the employee for the payroll 
period pursuant to secUon 6053(a). Such 
excess, if any. is the employee's 
shortfall for the payroll period. 

(vi) Subtract from the amount 
determined under paragraph (f)(1)(f) the 
aggregate amount of Ups reported 
pursuant to secUon 6053(a) by all 
directly and indirectly Upped employees 
for the payroll period. The excess is the 
amount to be allocated as tips among 
directly Upped employees who had a 
shortfall for the payroll period as 
determined under paragraph (f)(l)(v) 

(vii) For each directly Upped employee 
who had a shortfall for the payroll 
period, multiply the amount determined 
under paragraph (f)(l)(vi) by a fracUon. 
the numerator of which is the amount of 
such employee's shortfall (determined 
under paragraph (f)(l)(v) and the 
denominator of which is the aggregate of 
all shortfalls for the payroll period for 
all directly Upped employees. The 

pr xiuct is the employee's allocation for 
thu payroll period. 

(2) The provisions of this paragraph 
may be Ulustrated by the following 
examples: 

Example (IJ. X is a huge food or beverage 
establishment that has chosen to mske tip 
allocations using its actual payroll period and 
gross receipts attributable to employees. X 
had gross receipts for a payroll period of 
$100,000 and tips reported for the payroll 
period of $6,200. Directly tipped employees 
reported $5,700 while indirectly Upped 
employees reported $500. 
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PC 
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A. .. . _ 

- $7300 

40/200 

St see 

B .. 

7.500 

35/208 

U1I 

C„ 

... 7300 

46/ 200 

van 

0 

_ 7.500 

40/200 

1.5X1 

E .. .... 

- 7.500 

15/200 

563 

a 

7300 

254-200 

«• 


ToW 


7.500 


(S) 





Be 

Mm 

npa 

- ropon 

ad 

Em- 

Brocey appW 

tfw 

at# 

pa 

ffrow 

. t$orw 
then 
IB0 


A.. 

$1350 

$1300 

$270 

6 

1,200 

060 

320 

e 

1.725 

1,810 


D . 

1.27$ 

•00 

475 

E -.- . 

000 

450 

450 

r 

1.060 

660 

370 

ToW rfKTtfi 



1,665 


Since employee C has no reporting shortfall 
there Is no allocation to C. 

(6j S8.000-8.200 (total Ups 
reported)« Si 300 (amount allocable among 
shortfall employees]. 

(7) 



$1300 

270/1065 

$256 

1.000 

320/1665 

306 

1.600 

475/1065 

454 

1300 

450/1065 

430 

1300 

370/1865 

353 


Example (2). Assume the same facts as in 
example (1) except that the employer uses 
employee hours worked to calculate Up 
allocations. 



The allocation computations would be as 
follows: 

(1) $100,000 (gross receipts) X 0.08~$8,000 

(2) Tips reported by indirectly tipped 
employees *>$500 

(3) $8300 -$500 (indirect employees 
tips) =$7300 


(5) 


Briefly Sppa d 


A _ 

B - 

C_ 

0 - 

C - 

f _ 

Total itattati 


Ero» 



grow 


$1300 

$1360 

$420 

1.313 

860 

433 

1 606 

1.610 

i ■■ 

1.500 

000 

700 

563 

450 

1TJ 

•36 

660 

251 

$1404 


Since employee C has no reporting shortfall 
there is no allocation to C, 

(6) $8,000-6300 (total tips 

reported) ^$1,800 (amount allocable among 
shortfall employees). 

(7) 



Shortfall 

•mpipyaw 

Moca 

bta 

•motrt 

w Short** 

* rafto 

Of 

•tcca 

w 

A 


$1,600 

420/1.024 

$390 

B 


1300 

433/1324 

406 

D 


1300 

700/1324 

656 

E 

• 

1.600 

113/1.924 

106 

P 


- 1.000 

256/1.024 

241 


Example (3). X is a large food or beverage 
establishment that has chosen to make tip 
allocations using a calendar year period. X 
had gross receipts for a calendar year of 
$2300.000 and Ups reported for the calendar 
year of $176,000. The amount to be aUocatpd 
as Ups is equal to the excess of 6 percent of 
the gross receipts of the establishment for the 
calendar year over the aggregate amount of 
tips reported by the employees of the 
establishment to the employer under section 
6053(a) for the calendar year. Because the 
reported Ups for the year ($176300) are in 
excess of 8 percent of the gross receipts 
($2.000.000x 38$160300). no Up allocations 
are made to the employees of this 
establishment for the calendar year. 

Example (4). X U a large food or beverasp 
establishment that has chosen to make tip 
allocaUons using a calendar year period and 
gross receipts attributable to employees. X 
had gross receipts for a calendar year of 
$1,500,000 and tips reported for the calendar 
year of $110300. Directly tipped employees 
reported $94300 while indirectly tipped 
employees reported $16,000. 
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Dr«% lipped cmptoym 


* 

I- 

C- 

0- 

f_ 

f _ 


ToM. 


Grow 


r»e<Hp*i 

tor 

T*» 

catond* 

raporlad 

yw 


250,000 

110.600 

240.000 

14.600 

300.000 

31.200 

200.000 

13,000 

160.000 

6.000 

200,000 

10,600 

SI .500,000 

194.000 


The riliocation computation! are as follows: 
(li Si. 500.000 (gross receipt!) 
xo<;h- si 20.000. 

(2) Tips reported by indirectly tipped 
employee! =Si 0.000. 

(3) $ 1 20.000-16,000 (indirect employee! 

tips) $104,000. 

(«> 


Dractt, 

%P*6 

•M 

‘53 

4ftar»ol 

6 pet 
(JfOM 

x Grow r«empts 

TOMO 

P**W 
vw# 
or 8 
pci 
grow 

A_ 

$104,000 

260.000/1.500,000 

S10.Q27 

0_ 

104,000 

240.000/1.500.000 

16,640 

C__ 

104.000 

360.000/1.500.000 

26.347 

Dw.__ 

104.000 

200.000/1*00000 

16.027 

E- 

104.000 

160.000/1.500.000 

11.093 

f 

104.000 

200,000/1,500.000 

13*07 


(5) 


P^dfrlppM 

t'TL 

An 

0 18 
Pd 
grow 

Tip* 

- TOport- - 
«S 

Em» 

ptoyw 

■hort- 

Mi 

A-_ 

1_ 

.. 16,027 

18*00 


cZ 1 l "- ■' 

— 16.040 
26347 

14.600 

31.200 

non 

2*40 

Ol_ 

18.027 

* nyy 

£_ 

11 Q93 

IJ.WU 

8000 

3»uc/ 

5.093 

3.267 

f . 

13*67 

10.600 

Total atom* 



- 15 427 


Since employees A and C do not have a 
ten***® 8}w,rtfaW are no allocations to 

(8) $120,000-110000 (total tip* 

K n = ^, 0,0W (amount allocable among 
*pj “ en >ployee*). 


Tom 


MOC* 

b* 

•mount 

Amount 

X ShonMlrMo - 

m 

10.000 

2*40/15.427 

Si.322 

10,000 

5.027/15.427 

3*59 

10.000 

5.093/15.427 

3.301 

-JM90 

3*67/1642? 

2.118 

— 


110.000 


JIT*™ Assume the same fact* as In 
dS .if*’ excep * ,h< " ,he employer has 
eomnnii * ® m Plpy e « hours worked method of 
^^p attng Bp allocations, the calendar year 
rrcct P'* "ere $1,000,000. and the tips 


reported for the calendar year were $74,000. 
Directly tipped employees reported S70.000 
while indirectly tipped employees reported 
$4,000. 


0**c% tfewd OTptoy** 


A, 

B_ 

C_ 
D. _ 
E — 
F«« 

Q- 

I_ 


Total. 


2.000 

1.780 

2250 

2.000 

750 

1.250 

400 

510 

200 

1JOOO 


12*00 


Up* 


Si 1.000 

9.500 
15.100 

9,000 

4.500 
7J00 
3.200 
2*00 

000 

5200 


S70.000 


The allocation computations would be as 
follows: 

(1) $1,000,000 (gitm receipts) *008= 
$80,000. 

(2) Tips reported by indirectly tipped 
employees « $4,000. 

(3) $80,000 — $4,000 (indirect employee * 
tips) * $76,000. 

(«) 
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•rtarool 
a pa 
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X "Ortrod r«tk> 
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S76.000 

2,000/12*00 

$12,459 
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~ 76.000 

2*50/12*00 

14.010 

.... 76,000 

2.000/12*00 

12.459 

- 76,000 

750/12,200 

4.672 

.. 70.000 

1*50/12*00 

7.787 

78.000 

490/12*00 

3.052 

- 76.000 

510/12*00 

3,177 

76.000 

200/12*00 

1*46 

76.000 

1.000/12*00 

6230 

f 76 000 
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1*46 
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6*30 
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Since employees C, P. snd C have no 
reporting shortfalls, there are no allocations 
mode to them. 

(8) $80,000 — 74.000 (total tips 
reported) * $6,000. 


P) 



snooti* 
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v ShorttM 
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•mount 

X TO0O 
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18,000 

659/7*45 

SS40 
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6000 

1.102/7*45 

913 
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6000 

3.459/7*45 

2.865 
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0JOOO 

172/7*45 
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- 6000 

377/7,345 

312 
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6000 

440/7*45 

369 

J 


6000 

1,030/7*45 

653 


Tom 



$6000 







(g) Period of allocation . In applying 
paragraphs (d). (e). (f), and (h)(3) of this 
section an employer may substitute the 
calendar year or any period that results 
from a reasonable division of a calendar 
year for the term “payroll period** each 
place it appears in such paragraphs. If 
on employer makes such a substitution 
with respect to a large food or beverage 
establishment the substituted period 
shall be stated on Form 0027 for such 
large food or beverage establishment 
and shall be effective for such 
employer's large food or beverage 
establishment for the entire calendar 
year. 

(h) Lowering the percentage to be 
used— (1) In general An employer may 
apply to the district director for the 
internal revenue district in which the 
establishment is located to have the 
percentage of gross receipts of a large 
food or beverage establishment that is 
used to determine the amount to be 
allocated under section 6053(c)(3)(A) 
and paragraph (d) of this section 
reduced from 8 percent [but not below 5 
percent) to the percentage which the 
district director determines to be the 
best estimate of the actual percentage of 
gross receipts constituting tips. 

(2) Time and manner for application 
to have percentage reduced. The 
application shall be in writing and shall 
include sufficient information to allow 
the district director to determine Ihe 
actual tip rate of the establishment. For 
example, such information might include 
the charged tip rate, the type of 
establishment, menu prices, the location 
of the establishment, and the amount of 
"self service** required the days and 
hours open for business, and whether 
the customer receives the check from or 
pays the server for the meal. The 
employer shall also attach to the 
application copies of Form 8027 (if any) 
filed for the establishment for the three 
immediately preceding calendar years. 

(3) Effective date for reduced 
percentage. The district director shall 
determine the term for which the 
reduced percentage is to be effective. At 
the end of such term, the reduced 
percentage shall cease to apply unless 
previously extended by the district 
director for the district in which the 
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large food or beverage establishment is 
located. In no event shall the reduced 
percentage be applied to payroll periods 
that end before the date the application 
described in paragraph (h)(2) of this 
section is filed unless the establishment 
is a new business (as described in 
paragraph (i) of this section). In the case 
of a new business or an application for 
reduction filed prior to September 30. 
1983. the district director may allow the 
approved reduced percentage 
to be applied retroactively to 
the first day of the calendar year of the 
application. Until such time as the 
employer is notified in writing by the 
district director of approval of a 
reduction of the percentage and of the 
effective date for such reduction, the 
employer must continue to use 8 percent 
of gross receipts for purposes of 
complying with section 6053(c) and this 
section. 

( 4 ) Single application for certain 
multi-establishment employers. An 
employer (including a single employer 
as defined in section 52 (a) or (b)) may 
use a single application for two or more 
of the employer's establishments if such 
establishments are essentially the same 
type of business, the employer has made 
a good faith determination that the tip 
rates at such establishments are 
essentially the same, and the 
establishments are located in the same 
internal revenue region. Single 
applications shall include the names and 
locations of the establishments for 
which a reduction is requested and the 
information required by paragraph (h)(2) 
of this section for a typical 
establishment A single application for 
multi-establishments located within an 
internal revenue region shall be filed 
with the district director for the internal 
revenue district in which the greatest 
number of the establishments included 
in the application are located. If there is 
an equal number of establishments 
located in two or more internal revenue 
districts the employer may choose the 
district to which the application is sent. 

(i) Application of reporting 
requirements to new businesses —(1) In 
general. A food or beverage operation is 
a new business if the employer of the 
operation did not operate any food or 
beverage operations during the 
preceding calendar year. An employer 
will not be considered to have operated 
a food or beverage operation during a 
calendar year if each food or beverage 
operation of the employer was operated 
for less than one calendar month during 
such year. In a calendar year in which a 
food or beverage operation is a new 
business, the determination of whether 
the operation is a large food or beverage 


establishment shall be made as 
provided in paragraph (i)(2) of this 
section and the employer shall comply 
with section 6053(c) and this section as 
provided in paragraph (i)(3) of this 
section. 

(2) Determination of status as a large 
food or beverage establishment . A food 
or beverage operation shall be 
considered a large food or beverage 
establishment during the calendar year 
in which it is a new business if the 
average number of hours worked per 
business day by all employees of the 
employer at the new business during 
each of any two consecutive calendar 
months of the calendar year, computed 
in the manner provided in the second 
sentence of paragraph (j)(9) of this 
section, is greeter than 80 hours. 

(3) New business compliance under 
section 6053(c ). A new business that is 
determined to be a large food or 
beverage establishment under 
paragraph (i)(2) of this section shall 
comply with section 6053(c) and this 
section beginning with the first payroll 
period that begins after the first period 
of two consecutive calendar months 
described in paragraph (i)(2) of this 
section. 

(j) Definitions . For purposes of section 
6053(c) and this section: 

(1) Gross receipts. Gross receipts shall 
include all receipts (other than 
nonallocable receipts), from the 
provision of food or beverages by a 
large food or beverage establishment 
from cash sales, charge receipts 
(including charged tips only to the 
extent the cash sales amount has been 
reduced due to the employer paying 
cash to tipped employees for charged 
tips due them), charges to a hotel room 
(excluding tips charged to a hotel room 
only to the extent that the employer's 
accounting procedures allow Buch tips to 
be segregated out and excluding charges 
that are otherwise included in charge 
receipts), and the retail value of 
complimentary food or beverages (as 
defined in paragraph (j)(16) of this 
section) served to customers. Cross 
receipts shall not include state or local 
taxes. In the case of a trade or business 
that does not charge separately for the 
provision of food or beverages (/>.. a 
trade or business that provides other 
goods or services along with food or 
beverages for a combined price, such as 
a ‘'package deal" for food and lodging), 
the employer shall make a good faith 
estimate of the gross receipts 
attributable to the provision of the food 
or beverages that reflects the cost to the 
employer of providing the food or 
beverages plus a reasonable profit 
factor. 


(2) Gross receipts attributable to a 
directly tipped employees. Gross 
receipts attributable to a directly tipped 
employee are those gross receipts (as 
defined in paragraph (j)(l) of this 
section) from the provision of food or 
beverages to customers with respect to 
which the employee provided services. 
For example, if a directly tipped 
employee's name is on every check 
given to customers for whom the 
employee has provided services, the 
gross receipts attributable to such 
employee could be determined by 
aggregating the amounts of all checks 
bearing that employee's name (other 
than amounts from nonallocable 
receipts) 

(3) Nonallocable receipts. 
Nonallocable receipts are receipts which 
are attributable to carryout sales or to 
services with respect to which a service 
charge of 10 percent or more is added. 
Carryout sales are sales of food or 
beverages for consumption off the 
premises of the establishment. Room 
service is not a carryout sale. If an 
establishment's accounting system does 
not segregate receipts from carryout 
sales from the establishment's other 
receipts, receipts from carryout sales 
may be determined as an estimated 
percentage of total receipts. The 
applicable percentage shall be 
determined in good faith by the 
employer on the basis of generally 
accepted accounting practices, including 
but not limited to, surveys of carryout 
sales as a percentage of gross sales. An 
employer may rely upon estimates ns to 
carryout sales which are established in 
good faith between the employer and 
state or local governments for purposes 
of state or local taxation. 

(4) Charge receipts. Charge receipts 
shall include credit card charges and 
charges under any other credit 
arrangement (e.g.. house charges, dty 
ledger, and charge arrangements to 
country club members. Charges to a 
hotel room may be excluded from 
charge receipts if such exclusion is 
consistent with the employer's normal 
accounting practices and the employer 
applies such exclusion consistently for a 
given large food or beverage 
establishment. Otherwise, charges to a 
hotel room shall be Included in charge 
receipts. 

(5) Charged tips. A tip included on a 
charge receipt is a charged tip. 

(6) Food or beverage operation. A 
"food or beverage operation" is any 
business activity which provides food or 
beverages for consumption on the 
premises (other than "fast food" 
operations). If an employer conducts 
activities that provide food or beverages 
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at more than one location, the activity at 
each separate location shall be 
considered to be a separate food or 
beverage operation. Each activity 
conducted within a single building shall 
be considered to be conducted at a 
separate location if the customers of the 
activity while being provided with food 
or beverages, occupy an area separate 
from that occupied by customers of 
other activities and the gross receipts of 
the activity are recorded separately 
from the gross receipts of other 
activities. For example, a gourmet 
restaurant a coffee shop, and a cocktail 
lounge in a hotel would each be treated 
bi a separate food or beverage 
operation if gross receipts from each 
activity as are recorded separately. In 
addition, an employer may treat 
different activities conducted in the 
identical place at different times as 
separate food or beverage operations if 
the gross receipts of the activities at 
each time are recorded separately. For 
example, a restaurant may record the 
groa* receipts from its cafeteria style 
lunch operation separately from the 
gross receipts of its full service food or 
beverage operations. 

(7) l-tirge food or beverage 
establishment A food or beverage 
operation is a 'large food or beverage 
establishment" if: 

(i) The employer at the food or 
beverage operation normally employed 
more than 10 employees on a typical 
business day during the preceding 
calendar year, and 
(li) iTie tipping of food or beverage 
employees of the food or beverage 
operation is customary. Generally, 
tipping would not be considered 
customary for a cafeteria style operation 
(as defined in paragraph (j)(18) of this 
section) or for a food or beverage 
operation where at least 95 percent of its 
total sales are nonallocable receipts, 
vvithin the meaning of paragraph (j)(3) of 
tn*s section, by reason of the addition of 
a service charge of 10 percent or more. 

1 oial sales shall include only gross 
receipts (as defined in paragraph (j)(l) 
t “ ,fi *ection) and nonallocable 
joceipts (other than carryout receipts) 
rum the provision of food or beverages. 
n cag ® of an operation such as a 
r *‘Bf,mrant 1* cafeteria style 
operation at lunch and that has full 
service with tipping customary at 
sorter, the entire operation is generally 
s arge food or beverage establishment 
the empl 0yer meets the 10-employee 
^ However, if the gross receipts of 
e ca ; e * er * a operation at lunch are 
recorded separately from the dinner 
^ration gross receipts the employer 
treat the dinner operation as a large 


food or beverage establishment and the 
lunch operation as a separate food or 
beverage operation that is not a large 
food or beverage establishment due to 
the fact that tipping is not considered 
customary for cafeteria style operations. 

(8) Employee. The term "employee" 
has the same meaning as In section 
3401(c) and 9 31.3401(c)-l. 

(9) More than 10 employees on a 
typical business day . An employer shall 
be considered to have normally 
employed more than 10 employees on a 
typical business day during a calendar 
year if one half of the sum of the 
average number of employee hours 
worked per business day during the 
calendar month in which the aggregate 
gross receipts from food or beverage 
operations were the greatest plus the 
average number of employee hours 
worked per business day during the 
calendar month in which the aggregate 
gross receipts from food or beverage 
operations were the lea9t, is greater 
than 80 hours. The average number of 
employee hours worked per business 
day during a month shall be computed 
by dividing the total number of hours 
worked during the month by all 
employees of the employer who are 
employed in a food or beverage 
operations by the average of the number 
of days during the month that each food 
or beverage operation at which such 
employees worked was open for 
business. If an employer operates both a 
food or beverage operation and a non- 
food or beverage operation, and one or 
more of his or her employees work for 
both operations; the employer may make 
a good faith estimate of the number of 
hours such employees worked for each 
operation in a given month. Similarly, in 
cases where one or more of an 
employer’s employees work for more 
than one of such employer's food or 
beverage operations, a good faith 
estimate may be made of the number of 
hours such employees worked for each 
operation in a given month. For 
purposes of this subparagraph, 
employees who are employed in a food 
or beverage operation include all 
employees of the operation, not just food 
or beverage employees. The employees 
of an employer shall include all 
employees at all food or beverage 
operations who. along with the 
employees of such employer, would be 
treated as employees of a single 
employer under section 52(a) or (b) (as 

in effect on September 3.1982) and the 
regulations thereunder. For example, if 
an employer at a food or beverage 
operation is a member of a controlled 
group of corporations, then all 
employees of all corporations which are 


members of such controlled group of 
corporations shall be treated as 
employed by each such employer for 
purposes of this paragraph. 

The provisions of this subparagraph 
may be illustrated by the following 
example: 

Example . An employer had three food or 
beverage operations that were open for 
buiines« In January (the month that the 
Aggregate grots receipts from the operations 
were the greatest) and September (the month 
that the aggregate gross receipts from the 
operations were the least). In January, 
operation A was open 31 days with 2.500 
hours worked, operation 8 wa*«open 20 days 
with 1,000 hours worked and operation C was 
open 24 days with 1.500 hours worked The 
average number of days such employer's food 
or beverage operations were open for 
business in January la 25 days (75 days/3 
operations) and the average number of 
employ ee hours worked per business day 
during January is 200 (5,000 hours/25 days). If 
the average number of employee hours 
worked per business day during September is 
80. this employer would be considered to 
have normally employed more than 10 
employees on a typical business day as 200/2 
is 130 which is greater than 80 hours. Note 
that if the average number of employee hours 
worked per business day during any month is 
greater than 160 hours it is irrelevant, for 
purposes of this calculation, what the average 
number of employee hours worked per 
business day during any other month is. The 
result would be the same if the employer at 
each of the three food or beverage operations 
were a different corporation, but all three 
corporate employers were members of the 
same controlled group of corporations. 

(10) Food or beverage employee. A 
"food or beverage employee" is an 
employee who provides services in 
connection with the provision of food or 
beverages. Such employees include, but 
are not limited to. waiters, waitresses, 
busboys, bartenders, persons in charge 
of seating (such as a hostess, maitre d* 
or dining room captain), wine stewards, 
cooks, and kitchen help. Examples of 
employees who are not food or beverage 
employees include, but are not limited 
to. coat check persons, bellhops, and 
doormen. 

(11) Tipped employee. A "tipped 
employee" of a food or beverage 
operation is an employee who is a food 
or beverage employee that customarily 
receives tip income from employment at 
that operation. An employee who 
occasionally receives small amounts of 
tip income 16 not a tipped employee. 
Generally, an employee who receives 
less than $20 per month in tip income 
would not be considered as customarily 
receiving tip income. 

(12) Directly tipped employee. A 
"directly tipped employee" is any tipped 
employee who receives tips directly 
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from customers, including an employee 
who after receiving tips directly from 
customers turns all the tips over to a tip 
pool. Examples of directly tipped 
employees are waiters, waitresses, and 
bartenders. 

(13) Indirectly tipped employee. An 
"indirectly tipped employee" is a tipped 
employee who docs not normally 
receive tips directly from customers. 
Examples of indirectly tipped employees 
are busboys, service bartenders and 
cooks. An employee, such as a maitre d\ 
who receives tips both directly from 
customers and indirectly through tip 
splitting or tip pooling shall be treated 
as a directly tipped employee. 

(14) Calendar year. The term 
"calendar year" shall mean either the 
period from January 1 through December 
31 or the period that begins with the first 
day of the first payroll period ending on 
or after January 1 and ends with the last 
day of the last payroll period ending in 
December of the same year. With 
respect to any establishment, the 
employer shall choose one of these two 
descriptions and apply it consistently. 

(15) Tips reported for a specified 
period. Tips reported to an employer for 
a specified period under section 6053(a) 
are those tips actually received by an 
employee during such period without 
regard to the time when the tips are 
reported to the employer. Thus, if an 
employee reports to the employer in 
calendar year 1984 tips the employee 
actually received in calendar year 1983. 
the amount of tips actually received in 
calendar year 1983 must be included by 
the employer when making such 
information returns, statements and 
allocations required under section 
6053(c) and this section for calendar 
year 1983. 

(16) Complimentary food or 
beverages . Food or beverages served to 
customers without charge are 
complimentary if: 

(i) Tipping for the provision of such 
food or beverages is customary at the 
establishment, and 

(ii) Such food or beverages are 
provided in connection with an activity 
that is engaged in for profit and whose 
receipts would not be included in gross 
receipts as defined in paragraph (j)(l) of 
this section but for this subparagraph 
and are not nonallocable receipts which 
are attributable to services with respect 
to which a service charge of 10 percent 
or more is added. 

For example, the retail values of 
complimentary hors d'oeuvres served at 
a bar or a complimentary dessert served 
to a regular patron of a restaurant would 
not be included in gross receipts 
because the receipts of the bar or 


restaurant would be included in gross 
receipts as defined in paragraph (j)(l) of 
this section. The retail value of a 
complimentary fruit basket placed in a 
hotel room generally would not be 
included in gross receipts because 
tipping for the provision of such items is 
not customary. The retail value of 
complimentary drinks served to 
customers in a gambling casino would 
be included in gross receipts because 
tipping for the provision of such items is 
customary, the gambling casino is an 
activity engaged in for profit and the 
gambling receipts of the casino would 
not be included in gross receipts as 
defined in paragraph (j)(l) of this section 
except for this subparagraph. 

(17) Fast food operation. An operation 
is a "fast food" operation only if its 
customers order, pick up. and pay for 
food or beverages at a counter, window, 
etc., and then carry the food or 
beverages to another location (either on 
or off the premises of such activities). 

(18) Cafeteria style operation. The 
term "cafeteria style" operation means a 
food or beverage operation which is 
primarily self-service and in which the 
total cost of food or beverages selected 
by a customer is paid prior to the 
customer's being seated or is stated on a 
check provided to the customer prior to 
the customer's being seated and is paid 
by the customer to a cashier. Generally, 
operations are primarily self-service if 
food or beverages are ordered or 
selected by a customer at one location 
and carried by the customer from such 
location to the customer's seat For 
example, cafeteria lines, buffets, and 
smorgasbords are primarily self-service. 
If. after a customer is seated, a food or 
beverage employee delivers items such 
as an item that required additional 
preparation after being selected by the 
customer, condiments, beverages, or 
refills at no additional cost to the 
customer, a food or beverage operation's 
status as primarily self-service would 
not be affected. 

(k) Permission to submit information 
on magnetic tap. For rules relating to 
permission to submit the information 
required by section 6053(c) and this 
section on magnetic tape of other media, 
see { 31.6011 (a)-8. 

(l) Recordkeeping requirements. An 
employer shall keep records sufficient to 
substantiate any information returns, 
employer statements to employees, 
applications, or tip allocations made 
pursuant to section 6053(c) and this 
section. The records required by this 
paragraph shall be retained for 3 years 
after the due date of the return or 
statement to which they pertain. 

(m) Food or beverage operations 
outside the United States. Employers at 


food or beverage operations outside the 
United states (as defined in section 
7701(a)(9)) are not subject to the 
reporting requirements under section 
6053(c) and this section. 

(n) Effective date . This section is 
effective for calendar year 1983 and 
thereafter. 

(Approved by the Office of Managemcn! and 
Budget under control number 1545-0714) 

PART 35—TEMPORARY 
EMPLOYMENT TAX REGULATIONS 
UNDER THE TAX EQUITY AND FISCAL 
RESPONSIBILITY ACT OF 1982 

935.6053-1 [Removed] 

Par. 2. The Temporary Employment 
Tax Regulations under the Tax Equtty 
and Fiscal Responsibility Act of 1982 (26 
CFR Part 35) are hereby amended by 
removing § 35.6053-1. 

This Treasury decision is issued under 
the authority contained in sections 
6053(c) and 7805 of the internal Revenue 
Code of 1954 (96 Stat. 603, 26 U.S.C. 
6053(c). 68A Stat 917, 26 U.S.C 7805). 

(Approved by the Office of Management tnd 
Budget under control number 1545-0714 ) 
Roftcoe L Egger. Jr., 

Commissioner of Internal Revenue . 

Approved: August A, 1983. 

John E. Chapoton, 

Assistant Secretary of the Treasury 

(FR Dec 8V-222S6 RUd 9M pm] 
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PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY 
CORPORATION 

29 CFR Part 2619 

Valuation of Plan Benefits In Non- 
Muttlempioyer Plans; Amendment 
Adopting Additional PBGC Rates 

agency: Pension Benefit Guaranty 
Corporation. 

action: Final rule.__ - - 

summary: This amendment of the 
regulation on Valuation of Plan Benefits 
in Non-Multiemployer Plans contains 
the interest rates and factors for the 
period beginning September 1.1983. The 
interest rates and factors are to be used 
to value benefits provided under 
terminating non-multiemployer pension 
plans covered by Title IV of the 
Employee Retirement Income Security 
Act of 1974. 

The valuation of plan benefits is 
necessary because, under section 4041 
of the Act, the Pension Benefit Guaranty 
Corporation and the plan administrator 
must determine whether a terminetir H 
pension plan has sufficient assets to pay 
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ill benefits under the plan that are 
guaranteed by the PBGC under the Title 
IV plan termination insurance program. 

The interest rates and factors set forth 
in Appendix B to Part 2819 are adjusted 
periodically to reflect changes in 
financial and annuity markets. This 
amendment adopts the rates and factors 
applicable to plans that terminate on or 
after September 1,1983, and will enable 
the PBGC and plan administrators to 
value the benefits provided under those 
plans. These rates and factors will 
remain in effect until PBGC publishes an 
amendment revising them. 
effective DATE: September 1.1983. 

FOa FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mrs. Rcnae R. Hubbard. Special 
Counsel. Legal Department. Code 210. 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
2020 K Street, NW„ Washington, D.C. 
20006. 202-254-6476 (not a toll-free 
number). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

January 28.1981. the Pension Benefit 
Guaranty Corporation ("PBGC") issued 
a final regulation (48 FR 9492) 
establishing the methods for valuing 
plan benefits of terminating non- 
multifmployer plans covered under Title 
IV of the Employee Retirement Income 
Security Act of 1974, 29 U.S.C. 1001 et 
seq, (1978). as amended by the 
Multiemployer Pension Plan 
Amendments Act of 1980. Pub. L 96-364, 
9* Stat. 1208 (the "Act"). That 
regulation, 29 CFR Part 2810 , was 
recodified as 29 CFR Part 2619 on June 
24.1981, effective June 29.1981 (48 FR 
325 4). Appendix B to the regulation, 
^h:r;h contains formulas for valuing 
different types of benefits, sets forth the 
interest rates and factors that are to be 
used in the formulas. Because these 
rates are intended to reflect current 
conditions in the financial and annuity 
markets, it is necessary to update the 
rates and factors periodically. 

As codified in 29 CFR Part 2819 (1982), 
Appendix B of the regulation contains 
interest rates and factors for valuing 
wnefits in plans that terminated during 
the period from September 2.1974 
[trough August 1,1982. The PBGC also 
nas adopted additional rates and factors 
or va ^ uin 8 benefits in plans that 
terminated on or after August 1 .1982 
and before June 1,1983 (47 FR 30757, 47 

pd J 0541 ’ 47 ^ 4G273 * 47 51393, 47 

* K 5613 *. 48 FR 1715. 48 FR 10819). 


On May 13,1983, the PBGC published 
rates for plans that terminated on or 
after June 1.1983 (48 FR 21573). That 
rate has remained in effect until now 
and will remain in effect for plan 
terminations through the end of August. 
1983. At this time, however, changes In 
the financial and annuity markets 
require an increase in the rates used for 
valuing benefits. Accordingly, this 
amendment adds to Appendix B a new 
set of interest rates and factors for plans 
that terminate on or after September 1, 
1983. This interest rate and these factors 
will remain in effect until such time as 
PBGC publishes another amendment 
concerning the rates. 

Generally, the rates will be in effect 
for at least one month. Any change in 
the rates normally will be published in 
the Federal Register by the 15th of the 
month preceding the effective date of 
the new rates. 

The PBGC has determined that notice 
and public comment on this amendment 
are impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest. This determination is 
based on the need to determine and 
issue new interest rates and factors 
promptly so that the rates can reflect, as 
accurately as possible, current market 
conditions. The PBGC has found that the 
public interest is best served by issuing 
the rates and factors on a prospective 
basis so that plans may be able to 
calculate the value of plan benefits 
before submitting a notice of intent to 
terminate. Also, plans will be able to 
predict employer liability more 
accurately prior to plan termination. 
Moreover, because of the need to 
provide immediate guidance for the 
valuation of benefits under plans that 
will terminate on or after February 1. 
1983, and because no adjustment by 
ongoing plans is required by this 
amendment, the PBGC finds that good 
cause exists for making the rates set 
forth in this amendment to the final 


regulation effective less than 30 days 
after publication. 

The PBGC has determined that this is 
not a ‘"major rule** under the criteria set 
forth in Executive Order 12291, February 
17.1981, because it will not result in an 
annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more, a major increase in 
costs for consumers or individual 
industries, or significant adverse effects 
on competition, employment, 
investment, productivity, or innovation. 

List of Subjects in 29 CFR Part 2619 

Employee benefit plans. Pension 
insurance, and Pensions. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
2619 of Chapter XXVL Title 29. Code of 
Federal Regulations, is hereby amended 
as follows: 

PART 2619—(AMENDED] 

1. The authority citation for Part 2619 
reads as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 4002(b)(3). 4041(b), 4044. 
and 4062(b)(1)(A). Pub. L 93-408, 88 Stat. 

1004. 102a 1025, 1029 (1974) at amended by 
Secs. 403(1), 403(d). and 402(a)(7). Pub. L 90- 
304. 94 Stat. 1302,1301. and 1299 (1980) (29 
U.S.C 1302,1341.1344.1302)., 

2. Rate Set 42 of Appendix B is revised 
and Rate Set 43 of Appendix B is added 
to read as follows: 

Appendix B—Interest Rates and 
Quantities Used to Value Immediate and 
Deferred Annuities 

In the table that follows, the 
immediate annuity rate is used to value 
immediate annuities, to compute the 
quantity "G" for deferred annuities and 
to value both portions of a refund 
annuity. An interest rate of 5% shall be 
used to value death benefits other than 
the decreasing term insurance portion of 
a refund annuity. For deferred annuities, 
ki, kj, kj, m.and nj. are defined in 
9 2619.45. 
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Edwin M. Jones, 

Executive Director. Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 52 
IA-5-FRL 2413-21 

Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; 

Michigan 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

action: Final rulemaking. 

summary: The purpose of today's 
rulemaking is to approve Consent Order 
APC No. 08-1980 and alterations to the 
consent order for the General Motors 
Corporation, Central Foundry of the 
Chevrolet Motor Division, Saginaw 
Malleable Iron Plant as a revision to the 
Michigan State Implementation Plan 
(SIP) for Saginaw County. Consent 
Order APC No. 06-1980 and its 
alterations, add interim and final 
particulate emission limits, extend the 
final date of compliance for the oil 
quench facilities, and clarifies the issue 
concerning stringency of particulate 
emission limits applicable to the 
induction furnaces. The emissions from 
this plant will not interfere with the 
maintenance of the primary or 
secondary total suspended particulates 
(TSP) national ambient air quality 
standards (NAAQS). 
date: This action will be effective 
October 11,1983, unless notice is 
received within 30 days that someone 
wishes to submit critical or adverse 
comments. 

addresses: Copies of the revision and 
other materials relating to this 
rulemaking are available for inspection 
at the following addresses: 
Environmental Protection Agency. Air 
and Radiation Branch, 230 South 
Dearborn Street, Chicago. Illinois 
60604 

Michigan Department of Natural 
Resources, Air Quality Division. 7150 
Harris Drive, Lansing, Michigan 48909 
Office of the Federal Register, 1100 L 
Street NW., Rm. 8401, Washington, 
D.C. 

Public Information Reference Unit, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 
M Street SW.. Washington. D.C. 

20460. 

Written comments on this action 
should be sent to: Cary Gulezian, Chief, 
Regulatory Analysis Section. Air and 
Radiation Branch, RegiomV, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 230 
South Dearborn Street Chicago. Illinois 
60604. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Toni Lesser, Regulatory Analysis 
Section, Air and Radiation Branch, 
Region V, U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, 230 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604. (312) 888-8377. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
May 8,1983, Federal Register (45 FR 
29790) EPA approved, in part, the 
strategy developed by the State of 
Michigan for attaining the primary and 
secondary total suspended particulates 
(TSP) standards, as required under Part 
D of the CAA. EPA stated at that time, 
however, that source-specific 
Abatement Orders in the Saginaw, Flint, 
and Albion areas were to be submitted 
to EPA for review and approval as 
revisions to the Michigan SIP. For these 
areas, the strategy developed by the 
State of Michigan to ensure attainment 
of both the primary and secondary TSP 
standards requires reasonably available 
control technology (RACT) on the 
traditional point and fugitive sources of 
TSP and. where necessary, additional 
control on those traditional sources 
which have been identified as causing 
or contributing to the particulate 
problems in nonattainment areas. These 
additional control requirements are to 
be contained in enforceable Abatement 
Orders requiring emission reductions 
beyond the levels otherwise required by 
Michigan's particulate regulations. 

On November 6.1981, (46 FR 55108), 
pursuant to Section 107(d) of the CAA. 
EPA approved a change in the air 
quality attainment designation relative 
to the TSP NAAQS in Saginaw County. 
EPA reduced the size of both the 
primary and secondary TSP 
nonattainment areas. 

On November 18,1982. the State of 
Michigan resubmitted Consent Order 
APC No. 06-1980, along with alterations 
reflecting EPA's concerns for the 
General Motors Corporation (GMC) 
Central Foundry Division. Saginaw 
Malleable Iron Plant in the City of 
Saginaw. County of Saginaw as a 
revision to the Michigan SIP. The 
Central Foundry Division operates the 
Saginaw Malleable Iron Plant for GMC. 
The plant is located in a secondary TSP 
nonattainment area. EPA's earlier 
review of Consent Order APC No. 06- 
1980 submitted by the State of Michigan 
on June 19,1980, raised several concerns 
regarding its approvability. EPA asked 
that the State amend the Consent Order 
to address those concerns. 

Consent Order No. 06-1980. as 
amended for the Saginaw Malleable 
Iron Plant, reflects an interim and final 
particulate emission limit more stringent 
than Michigan's Rule 336.1331; extends 
the final date of compliance with 


Michigan's Rule 336.1301 for opacity on 
the oil quench facilities from December 
31.1982, to December 15.1983, which ii 
as expeditiously as practicable and 
before the July 31,1985 attainment date 
for the secondary TSP NAAQS in 
Michigan. In addition, the Consent 
Order contains a control program which 
requires the Central Foundry to control 
particulate emissions from several 
sources and satisfies the RACT 
requirement. 

The emission limits contained in 
Consent Order No. 06-1980, as amended 
meet the allowable emission limits as 
required in Michigan Rules 336.1301 and 
336.1331. 

EPA has reviewed Consent Order No. 
06-1980, as amended, and based on its 
review, determined that: (1) The control 
program satisfies the RACT 
requirements and would yield an overall 
improvement to the TSP air quality level 
downwind of the plant; (2) the Consent 
Order provides an expected reduction of 
55 percent TSP based on the plant's 
current emissions; (3) the particular 
limit required for the induction furnaces 
is more stringent than the applicable SIP 
limit; and (4) the compliance date is 
expeditious and requires compliance 
before Michigan's attainment date for 
secondary TSP nonattainment areas. 

Therefore, EPA approves Consent 
Order No. 06-1980, and alterations for 
the Central Foundry Division Saginaw 
Malleable Iron Plant as a revision to the 
Michigan SIP. EPA also believes thal 
this Consent Order, as amended, 
contains enforceable emission 
limitations and control measures. EPA 
also believes that implementation of the 
measures stipulated in this Consent 
Order will provide a substantial air 
quabty benefit in the Saginaw area. 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of Section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Under 5 U.S.C Section 605(b). I have 
certified that SIP approvals do not have 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
(See 48 FR 8709) 

Under Section 307(b)(1) of the Act. 
petitions for judicial review of this 
action must be filed in the United States 
Court of Appeals for the appropriate 
circuit by October 14,1983. This action 
may not be challenged later in 
proceedings to enforce its requirements. 
(See 307(b)(2)). 

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52 

Air pollution control. Ozone. Sulfur 
oxide. Nitrogen dioxides. Lead, 
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide. 
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Hydrocarbons, Intergovernmental 

relations. 

Note.— Incorporation by reference of the 
State Implementation Plan for the Slate of 
Michigan was approved by the Director of 
the Federal Register on July 1,1982. 

{Sec HO, Clean Air Act, as amended (42 
USC 7410)) 

Dated August 4.1963. 

William D. RuckeUhaut, 

Administrator. 

Part 52 of Chapter 1. Title 40 Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended as 

follows: 

PART 52—APPROVAL AND 
PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Subpart X—Michigan 

1. Section 52.1170 is amended by 
adding paragraph (c) (72) as follows: 

} 52.1170 Identification of ptan. 


(72) On November 18 . 1982 , the State 
of Michigan submitted Consent Order 
APC No. 06 - 1980 . along with alterations 
for the General Motors Corporation 
(CMC) Central Foundry Division. 

Saginaw Malleable iron Plant in the City 
of Saginaw, County of Saginaw as a 
revision to the Michigan SIP. Consent 
Order No. 06 - 1980 . as amended, reflects 
an interim and final particulate emission 
limit more stringent than Michigan's rule 
536.1331: extends the final date of 
compliance with Michigan’s Rule 
3361301 for opacity on the oil quench 
facilities from December 31 . 1982 , to 
December 15 . 1983 , which is as 
expeditiously as practicable and before 
the July 31. 1985 , attainment date for the 
secondary TSP NAAQS in Michigan. 

(FR Dr* 63-zmi Fifed 8-12-43. 8.45 an] 
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40 CFR Part 52 
(A-6-FRL 2413-3) 

Approval and Promulgation of 
Oklahoma Regulation 3.8 (Control of 
emission of Hazardous Air 

Contaminants) 

agency: Environmental Protection 

Agency. 

actio n: Final Rulemaking. _ 

summary: This notice approves a SIP 
revision to Regulation 3.8 (Control of 
emission of Hazardous Air 
Contaminants) which was submitted by 
ne Governor on February 8, 1983. The 
revision adopts, by reference, EPA’s 
• ational Emission Standards for 
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) as 


specified in Section 112 of the Clean Air 
Act of 1977. By this adoption, Oklahoma 
has acquired legal authority to enforce 
NESHAP violations under State law for 
both existing and new sources. 
effective date: This action is effective 
on October 14,1983, unless notice is 
received by (September 14,1983) that 
someone wishes to submit adverse or 
critical comments. 

addresses: Incorporation by reference 
materials is available for inspection 
during normal business hours at the 
following locations: 

The Office of the Federal Register, 1100 
L Street NW„ Rm. 8401, Washington. 
D.C. 20480 

Environmental Protection Agency. 

Public Information Reference Unit, 
KPA Library Rm. 2404. 401 M Street 
SW., Washington. D.C. 20460 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region 6, Air Branch. 1201 Elm Street, 
Dallas. Texas 75270 
Oklahoma State Department of Health. 
Air Quality Service. 1000 Northeast 
10th Street, P.O. Box 53551, Oklahoma 
City. Oklahoma 73152 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Kathryn M. Griffith, State 
Implementation Plan Section. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region 8. Air and Waste Management 
Division, Air Branch. 1201 Elm Street. 
Dallas. Texas 75270 (214) 767-9853. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
February 8. 1983. the Governor of 
Oklahoma submitted a SIP revision to 
Regulation 3.8 (Control of Emission of 
Hazardous Air Contaminants). The 
revision adopts, by reference, EPA’s 
National Emission Standards for 
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) as 
specified in Section 112 of the Clean Air 
Act of 1977. 

EPA has determined that Regulation 
3.8 is adequate for implementation and 
enforcement of the NESHAP 
requirements for both existing and new 
sources by the Oklahoma State 
Department of Health. The approval of 
this regulation by EPA docs not affect in 
any way EPA’s authority to enforce 
NESHAP regulations. 

Because EPA considers today's action 
to be noncontroversial and routine, we 
are approving it today without prior 
proposal. The action will become 
effective on October 14,1983. However, 
if we receive notice within 30 days that 
someone wishes to submit critical 
comments, then EPA will publish: (1) A 
notice that withdraws the action, and (2) 
a notice that begins a new rulemaking 
by proposing the action and establishing 
a comment period. 

Under 307(b)(1) of the Act, petitions 
for judicial review of this action must be 


filed in the United States Court of 
Appeals for the appropriate circuit by 
October 14.1983. This action may not be 
challenged later in proceedings to 
enforce its requirements. (See 306(b)(2)). 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of Section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Under 5 U.S.C. Section 605(b), I have 
certified that SIP approvals do not have- 
a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 

Incorporation by reference of the SIP 
for the State of Oklahoma was approved 
by the Director of the Federal Register 
on July 1,1982. 

This notice of final rulemaking is 
issued under the authority of Section 110 
of the Clean Air Act. as amended, 42 
U.S.C. 7410. 

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52 

Air pollution control, Ozone. Sulfur 
oxides, Nitrogen dioxide. Lead, 
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide, 
Hydrocarbons, Intergovernmental 
relations. 

Dated: August 4.1963. 

William D. Ruckelsbau*, 

Administrator. 

PART 52—[AMENDED] 

Part 52 of Chapter I. Title 40 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows: 

Subpart LL—Oklahoma 

1. Section 52.1920 is amended by 
adding paragraph (c)(27) as follows: 

$ 52.1920 Identification of plan. 

• • • • • 

(27) Revision to Oklahoma Regulation 
3.8 (Control of Emission of Hazardous 
Air Contaminants) submitted by the 
Governor on February 8,1983. 

I FA Doc 83-31811 Fifed 8-12-83. 846 mm) 
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40 CFR Part 52 
IA-6-FRL 2413-4) 

Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Texas 
Revisions to Regulation VI for Permit 
Fees 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This action approves 
revisions to the Texas State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) which were 
submitted by the Governor on May 13, 
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1983. Specifically, the State revised 
Regulation VI of the Texas Air Control 
Board (TACB) Regulations to include 
provisions for permit fees. This notice 
approves these revisions to the SIP and 
amends 40 Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR) 52.2270. 

effective date: This rulemaking will be 
effective on October 14.1983 unless 
notice is received within 30 days that 
someone wishes to submit adverse or 
critical comments. 

addresses: Written comments on this 
proposed action should be addressed to 
Donna M. Ascenzi of the EPA Region 8 
office (address below). Copies of the 
State's submittal may be examined 
during normal business hours at the 
following locations: 

EPA. Region 8. Air Branch. 1201 Elm 
Street. Dallas, Texas 75270 
Texas Air Control Board, 6330 Hwy. 290 
East, Austin. Texas 78723 
EPA, Public information Reference Unit 
401 M Street SW., Room 2922. 
Washington. D.C. 20460 
Office of the Federal Register, 1100 L 
Street NW., Rm. 8401, Washington, 
D.C. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Donna M. Ascenzi. State 
Implementation Plan Section. Air 
Brunch. EPA. Region 6,1201 Elm Street 
Dallas. Texas 75270 (214) 767-1518. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May 
13.1983, the Governor of Texas, after 
adequate notice and public hearing, 
submitted revisions to the Texas SIP. 
Specifically, the State revised 
Regulation VI of the TACB Regulations 
to include provisions relating to charging 
and collecting fees for permits. 

The revisions to Regulation VI 
entitled, “Control of Air Pollution by 
Permits for New Construction or 
Modification/' consisted of the addition 
of a new $ 116.11 which specifies 
affected permit applicants, methods for 
determining fees and conditions under 
which fees are not required. 

EPA has reviewed the State's 
submittal against the requirements for 
charging permit fees specified under 
§ 110(a)(2)(K) of the Clean Air Act, and 
has developed an evaluation report 1 
which discusses the technical aspects of 
the revisions in detail. This evaluation 
report is available for inspection by 
interested parties during normal 
business hours at the EPA Region 6 ano 
TACB offices listed above. 

Based on the Agency's review, EPA 
has determined that the revisions meet 
the requirements of § llO(a)(2)(K) of the 


1 EPA Review of T©xa« SIP Revisions to 
Regulation VI for Penrii Fees. |unc 1963 


Act and is hereby opproving these 
revisions to the Texas SIP. 

The public should be advised that this 
action will be effective 60 days from the 
date of this notice. However, if notice is 
received within 30 days that someone 
wishes to submit adverse or critical 
comments, this action will be withdrawn 
and two subsequent notices will be 
published before the effective date. One 
notice will withdraw the final action 
and another will begin a new 
rulemaking by announcing a proposal of 
the action and establishing a comment 
period. 

Under Section 307(b)(1) of the Act. 
petitions for judicial review of this 
action must be filed in the United States 
Court of Appeals for the appropriate 
circuit by October 14,1983. This action 
may not be challenged later in 
proceedings to enforce its requirements. 
(See 307(b)(2).) 

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
605(b), I hereby certify that this approval 
will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. This action only approves State 
actions. It imposes no new requirements. 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of Section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Incorporation by reference of the 
State Implementation Plan for the State 
of Texas was approved by the Director 
of the Federal Register on July 1 , 1982. 

This notice of final rulemaking is 
issued under the authority of Section 
110(a) of the Clean Air Ad, 42 U.S.C. 
7410(a). 

List of Subjects in 40 CFK Part 52 

Air pollution control, Ozone. Sulfur 
dioxides. Nitrogen dioxides, Lead, 
Particulate matter. Carbon monoxide. 
Hydrocarbons, Intergovernmental 
relations. 

Dated: August 4. 1983. 

William D. Ruckolxliauii, 

Administrator. 

PART 52—[AMENDED] 

Part 52 of Chapter I. Title 40, of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows: 

Subpart SS— Texas 

1. In i 52.2270. paragraph (c) is 
amended by adding a new subparagraph 
(52) which reads as follows: 

4 52*2270 Identification of plan. 


(52) A revision to Regulation VI (i.e., 
the addition of { 118.11) was adopted by 
the Texas Air Control Board on 


December 3.1982, and submitted by the 
Governor on May 13.1983. 

in Doc W-71V10 Pita! *44 «mj 

SfUJNQ COOt *6*0-50-41 


LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION 
45 CFR Part 1607 

Composition of Recipient Governing 
Bodies 

agency: Legal Services Corporation. 
action: Final Guideline. 

SUMMARY: This Guideline answers 
questions which have arisen as to 
compliance with the amended 45 CFR 
Part 1607 concerning composition of 
recipient Boards. This Guideline will not 
be a part of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, but will be the authoritative 
interpretation of the amended 
regulation. 

EFFECT I VE date: September 14* 1983 
aodrcss: Office of General Counsel. 
Legal Services Corporation. 733 15th 
Street, NW.. Room 620, Washington, 
D.C. 20005. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

John C. Meyer. Deputy General Counsel 
(202) 272-4010. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On June 

28.1983 the Legal Services Corporation 
published a proposed Guideline 
interpreting and presen bing method $ of 
complying with the amended 45 CFR 
Part 1607 concerning the composition of 
recipient governing bodies. Interested 
parties were given 30 days to comment 
and 34 comments were received, two of 
which supported the Guideline and 32 of 
which advocated changes therein. All 
comments were fully considered. 
Several comments criticized the 
Guideline as generally inconsistent with 
45 CFR Part 1607 and Pub. L 97-377. The 
Corporation researched the legislative 
history of Pub. L 97-377 before 
publishing the proposed Guideline and 
concluded that there was no indication 
that any provision of the proposed 
Guideline was in conflict with either the 
language or intent of that statute. As for 
45 CFR 1607. the Guideline has 
narrowed the range of options which 
might be available under that regulation, 
but such a narrowing is clearly 
permissible, especially in view of the 
fact that the Guideline went through the 
notice and comment procedure required 
for publication of a regulation. 

Waivers 

In response to specific comments, the 
last sentences of the introductory 
paragraph and Section 1 concerning 
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waivers were rearranged and reworded 
to make it clear that all recipients will 
automatically receive, upon request, an 
extension of time to comply until 
December 15,1983. A further extension 
until March 15,1984 is available if 
compliance would be “impossible or 
unduly burdensome/* The Corporation 
rejected the argument that the need to 
amend recipient bydaws or shorten the 
terms of recipient board members 
should be accepted as a sufficient 
reason for such further extension. In 
some instances in which incumbents* 
terms need to be shortened an 
incumbent board member could resign 
and receive an appointment by the new 
appointing authority. The Corporation 
intends that the process of compliance 
be completed in most instances by 
December 15,1983; this would not 
happen if such common reasons were to 
be the basis of a waiver. 

Qualifications of Bar Associations 

Numerous comments opposed the 
rpstnetrion of appointing power to 
geographical bar associations in the 
proposed Guideline. The issue of the 
inclusion of special interests and 
minority bar associations received dose 
and prolonged consideration, but it was 
determined that the restriction of 
appointment power for the 51% to 
geographical bar associations best 
am es the purpose of the Continuing 
Resolution by giving general 
membership bar associations control of 
a majority of the seats on recipient 
Btvards. It is to be noted that there is 
nothing to preclude an appointing bar 
association from accepting 
recommendations or even nominations 
from such minority or specialized bar 
associations for some of these seats. 

Which Bar Associations Appoint? 

There were several comments that 
even when there is a single bar 
association with 51% of the attorneys in 
an area, recipients should still be free to 
use a combination of bar associations. 
The Corporation does not agree with 
mis argument. The Continuing 
Resolution did provide for both methods 
of appointment, but such a provision 
was necessary because often no one bar 
association will have majority status. It 
* certainly within the discretion of the 
Corporation in administering this 
provision to provide that a single bar 
association be preferred over a 
combination of bar associations. The 
Corporation has carefully limited this 
provision to maiority bar associations 
coextensive" with a recipient’s service 
area. Thus, a majority state bar 
a ^ 8 f c l< , don does not have a claim to all 
{j 51% attorney slots, unless the 


program's service area is statewide, 
although it can form one component of a 
coalition. Likewise, a majority county 
bar association has such a claim only if 
a program's service area is coincident 
with its county. Again, it is to be noted 
that a single majority bar association 
may accept recommendations or 
nominations by other bar associations. 

Proportional Appointments 

Several comments objected to the 
requirement that the appointments made 
by a combination of bar associations be 
distributed “in reasonable proportion to 
their membership." Considering the 
examples cited, the Corporation 
believes this provision has been 
misinterpreted to require strict, 
numerical proportionality. The word 
“reasonable" is intended to preclude 
such an interpretation and to give 
recipients the very flexibility they seek. 
For example, a multi-county program 
with one large county and several small 
counties could give one representative 
to each small county (unless these 
counties were extremely small relative 
to the one large county) and give 
perhaps 3 or 4 representatives to the 
large county. It would not be necessary 
to double or triple the size of the board 
to represent each county, since strict, 
numerical proportionality is not 
intended. 

Additional Attorney Board Members 

The section regarding appointments of 
the additional 9% attorney board 
members has been reworded to make it 
clear that recipients may allow special 
interest bar associations and other 
organizationsinterested in legal services 
to appoint these board members. This is 
permissive, not mandatory. Furthermore, 
in response to several comments, the 
word "primarily" has been deleted 
before "interested", thus broadening the 
range of orgaizaiions that may 
participate. 

Women and Minority Attorneys 

This section received considerable 
criticism because programs are no! 
allowed to require specific appointments 
of women and minorities. The 
Corporation considered this issue 
carefully in the proposed Guideline and 
decided that, if voluntary persuasion did 
not work, the recipient should request a 
review of the resulting appointments by 
the Corporation. This method has been 
criticized as cumbersome and 
ineffective, but the Corporation has 
concluded that it best serves the two 
purposes of preserving the bar 
associations' independent appointive 
power as discussed below and providing 


a process to correct any failure to reflect 
the population of the area served. 

Method of Selection 

The Corporation maintains that the 
primary intent of Congress was to vest 
the power to appoint 51% of recipient 
boards in bar associations end remove 
control of these appointments from the 
recipients, so as to have an independent 
appointing authority, rather than a Belf- 
perpetuating one. Consequently, the 
Corporation has not accepted any 
suggestions to modify the section of this 
Guideline concerning the selection 
process. 

List of Subjects in 45 CFR Part 1607 

Legal services. 

Authority: Pursuant to Sec. 1008(e) Pub. L. 
93-355. 88 Stat 378 (42 U.S.G Sec. 2996gfe) 
and Pub. L 97-377.96 Stat 1874. the 
following l^gal Services Corporation 
Guideline is adopted* 

LSC Guideline 83-1, Interpretation of 
and Compliance With 45 CFR 1607, as 
Amended. Concerning Recipient 
Governing Bodies 

The Legal Services Corporation's 
regulation relating to the governing 
bodies of recipients, 45 CFR Part 1007, 
requires that 51% of each recipient's 
governing body be comprised of 
licensed attorneys appointed by state, 
county or municipal bar association^) 
whose membership includes a majority 
of attorneys practicing in the service 
area. Recipients are required to be in 
compliance with Part 1007 by September 

15.1983. subject to the waiver 
provisions of Section 1 below. 

1. Waivers 

Section 1607.7(c) permits the President 
of the Legal Services Corporation to 
extend the time for compliance with the 
requirements of this part in the event 
that compliance by September 15.1983 
would be impossible or unduly 
burdensome (in addition, the waiver 
provisions of § 1607.5 still apply to 
recipients which had a non-attorney 
majority on their Board as of July 25. 
1974). Any recipient so requesting will 
be granted an extension until December 

15.1983. Reasons common to most 
recipients, such as the need to amend 
bylaws or shorten the terms of 
incumbent board members, will not be 
deemed sufficient to justify an extension 
of time in which to comply beyond 
December 15.1983. No such extension 
may run past March 15,1984. 
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Z Definition of State, County or 
Municipal Bar Association 

a. To qualify as a state, county or 
municipal bar association, a bar 
association must be open to all licensed 
attorneys within a designated 
jurisdiction and not be designed to 
appeal to a segment of the bar on the 
basis of racial or ethnic characteristics, 
gender, religion or specialized interest. 
Parish, borough, judicial circuit or multi¬ 
county bars qualify under this section. 

b. Where the service area of a 
recipient is coextensive with the 
jurisdiction of a state, county, or 
municipal bar association, and that 
association includes among its 
membership a majority of attorneys 
licensed in the area served, that bar 
association shall be offered the 
opportunity to appoint 51% of the 
recipient's board members. If no such 
bar association exists, or if it declines 
the offer to appoint 51% of the 
recipient's board members, a 
combination of state, county and 
municipal bar associations representing 
the majority of attorneys praticing in the 
recipient's service area, as determined 
by the recipient, shall appoint 51% of the 
board members. When a combination of 
bar associations is utilized, the 
appointment power shall be distributed 
by the recipient in reasonable 
proportion to the membership of each 
association. 

3. Additional Attorney Board Members 

Recipients may allow special interest* 
bar associations or other organizations 
interested in the delivery of legal 
services to the poor to appoint the 
additional 9% of the recipient's board 
members who must be attorneys. 

4. Women and Minority Attorneys 

Recipients must ensure that the 
attorney members of their boards of 
directors reasonably reflect the 
population of the area served. Precise 
proportional representation is not 
required, however, nor is the 
designation of specific seats on the 
board. The recipient's plan for 
compliance must contain adequate 
information to allow the Regional Office 
to conclude that the appointing bar 
association(s) will make a reasonable 
and substantial effort to include women 
and minorities. If the recipient finds that 
the appointments made by a bar 
association or combination of bar 
associations do not reflect the 


population of the area served, the • 
recipient shall request a review thereof 
by the Corporation. 

5. Method of Selection 

The appropriate state, county or 
municipal bar association or 
combination of bar associations ha9 the 
power to appoint 51% of the recipient's 
board members. This power may not be 
restricted by recipients. The appropriate 
bar association or combination of 
associations may determine the method 
or methods by which it will select the 
board members. The bar association 
may adopt methods including 
consultation with and/or receiving 
nominations from other groups, 
including client groups. However, no 
particular method of selection may be 
required by a recipient. 

Dated: August 10.1963. 

Alan R. Swendiman. 

General Counsel. 

|PR Doc 83 22234 Plied *-12-4* fcU «n] 

MU4MG COO€ MTO-lfr-M 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49 CFR Part 1300 

[Ex Parts No. 387) 

Railroad Transportation Contracts 

agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Amendment of Final Rules. 


summary: In response to the Rail Safety 
and Sendee Improvement Act of 1982, 
section 502, which removed wood pulp, 
wood chips, pulpwood. and paper from 
the equipment limitation provisions of 
49 U.S.C. 10703(k)(lJ, the Commission 
modified 49 CFR 1030.6 to exclude these 
items (49 FR 23648, May 28.1983). 
Through oversight, the reporting 
requirements at 49 CFR 1300.313(a)(5)(ii) 
were not modified to reflect this change. 
Accordingly. 49 CFR 1300.313(a](5)(ii) 
must also be modified to exclude these 
commodities. 

EFFECTIVE date: These rules will 
become effective on August 15,1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Douglas Galloway, (202) 275-7278. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

List of Subjects in 44 CFR Port 1300 

Agricultural commodities, Intermodal 
transportation. Railroads. 


This notice amends th at po rtion of the 
final rules codified at 49 CFR 1300.313 in 
order to comport with the new 
provisions set forth in section 502 of the 
Rail Safety and Service Improvement 
Act of 1982 (Pub. L. No. 97-488). 1 
Accordingly. Title 49 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended by 
revising paragraph (a)(5)(ii) of 
§ 1300.313 as follows: 

PART 1300—[AMENDED] 

} 1300.313 Content of contract summary 
format 

• • • # « 

(5) * 

(ii) In addition to paragraph (i) if 
agricultural commodities (including 
forest products but not including wood 
pulp, wood chips, pulpwood or paper), a 
certified statement by the participating 
rail carrier/carriers: 

• • • • • 

We certify that this modification of 
rules which merely codifies 
appropriately section 502, will not have 
a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
This action will not significantly affect 
the quality of the human environment or 
conservation of energy resources. 

This modification is issued pursuant 
to 49 U.S.C. 10101a. 10321 and 10713. and 
5 U.S.C. 553. 

Decided: August 8 1983. 

By the Commission, Chairman Taylor. Vice 
Chairman Sterrett. Commissioners Andre and 
Grudison. 

Agatha L Mergenovich. 

Secretary. 

(PR Doe S3-211M Pik'd 1-U-S& *43 m) 

SILLING COOC 7035-01-* 


49 CFR Part 1307 

(Ex Parte No. MC-98; Sub-1] 

Investigation Into Motor Carrier 
Classification 

agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Postponement of compliance 
date to Final Policy Statement. _ 

summary: In a notice published at 48 FR 
10063. March 10,1983. and clarified at 48 


1 Section 502 reads •• follows: 

Section 107i3(k)(l) of Title 49. United State* Cod* 
li amended, by striking ' end paper'* *nd Inserting tn 
lieu thereof “but not including wood pulp, wood 
chip*, pulpwood or paper.** 
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FR -9875, June 29,1983. the Commission 
found that the National Motor Freight 
Classification (NMFC) must be revised 
and that its tentative findings, 
concerning NMFC. set forth at 384 I.CC. 
906 should be modified. 

The Motor Vehicle Manufacturers 
Association and the Middle Atlantic 
Conference have requested 
postponement of the September 6,1983, 
compliance date set in the decision 
served March 8.1983. The postponement 
is granted The new compliance date 
will be December 5,1983. 
dates: This decision shall be effective 
on August 15,1983. The compliance date 
for this decision shall be December 5. 
1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Louis E. Gitomer. (202) 275-7245. 

Decided: August 8.1983. 

By the Commission, Reese H. Taylor. Jr., 

Chairman. 

Agatha L. Morgenovkh. 

Secretary. 

fr* s-i n* *4& mi) 

BILLING COOC 70JS-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

50 CFR Part 285 

(Docket No. 30810-153) 

Atlantic Tuna Fisheries; Inseason 

Adjustment 

agency: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). 

Commerce. 

action: Rule-related notice: inseason 

adjustment. 


summary: NOAA issues this notice to 
ni'.p.e an inseason adjustment increasing 
:e harpoon Boat category quota of 
giant Atlantic blucfin tuna from 60 short 
tons (st) to 75 st. and to decrease the 
•nscason adjustment amount from 104 st 
0 ^ accordingly. The increase is 
necessary because the annual quota 
established will be reached by the 
effective date. The increase in the quota 
prevent an early closure of this 
segment of the fishery. 

effective date: August 11,1983. 

Jojj nmHw information contact: 

vvmmm C. Jerome. Jr., 617-281-3600, 
extension 325; or David S. Crestin, 617 - 
£81-3800, extension 253. The address for 
Doth individuals is: National Marine 
nshenes Service. Northeast Region, 
Management Division. State Fish Pier, 
Gloucester, Massachusetts 01930-3097. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Final 
regulations governing the Atlantic 
bluefin tuna fishery were published on 
June 17,1983 (48 FR 27745). Section 
285.22(g) provides that the Regional 
Director may allocate during the fishing 
season any portion (from zero to 100 
percent) of the inseason adjustment 
amount (104 st) to any segment of the 
fishery. The Regional Director is 
required to publish a notice of allocation 
in the Federal Register before such 
allocation becomes effective. Consistent 
with § 285.22(g). the Regional Director 
ha8 considered the following factors: 

(1) The usefulness of information 
obtained from catches of the particular 
gear segment of the fishery for biological 
sampling and monitoring the status of 
the stock; 

(2) The catches of the particular gear 
segment to date and the likelihood of 
closure of that segment of the fishery if 
no allocation is made; 

(3) The projected ability of the 
particular gear segment to harvest the 
additional amount of Atlantic bluefin 
tuna before the anticipated end of the 
fishing season; and 

(4) The estimated amounts by which 
quotas established for other gear 
segments of the fishery might be 
exceeded. 

All segments of the fishery have 
potential to add to the overall data base 
to improve the management of this 
resource. Operators of vessels permitted 
in the Harpoon Boat category are 
monitored by port samplers and provide 
valuable catch and effort data on the 
giant Atlantic bluefin tuna fishery. 
Harpoon boats as a group traditionally 
range over great distances at sea 
providing information throughout the 
season on the location of concentrations 
of various size classes of Atlantic 
bluefin tuna from Cape Cod to northern 
Maine. 

Current landing reports indicate that 
the Harpoon Boat quota of 60 short tons 
of giant Atlantic bluefin tuna will be 
taken by August 8.1983. Without an 
allocation from the inseason adjustment 
amount, fishing for giant Atlantic bluefin 
tuna by vessel permitted in the Harpoon 
Boat category will cease prematurely for 
the remainder of 1983. A significant 
increase in the number of vessels 
permitted in the Harpoon Boat category 
has occurred from 1980 to the present 
(30 to 144). This significant increase in 
the number of vessels actively engaged 
in this fishery has been accompanied by 
a substantial reduction in the quota 
during the same period of time (150 st to 
60 st). 

NOAA believes that, with the 
increased number of vessels permitted 
in the Harpoon Boat category and 


landings to date, a modest increase In 
the quota could be taken prior to the end 
of the 1983 fishing season. 

An allocation of 15 st from the 
inseason adjustment amount would 
leave 89 st available for potential 
allocation to other gear categories later 
in the fishing season. Based on current 
landing data for all gear categories in 
the Atlantic bluefin tuna fishery, the 89 
st remaining in the inseason adjustment 
amount should be more than sufficient 
to provide for potential shortages in 
other gear segments. 

The Regional Director, therefore, 
increases the Harpoon Boat quota in 
S 285.22(b) from 60 st to 75 st and 
decreases the inseason adjustment 
amount in S 285.22(g) from 104 st to 89 
st. When the adjusted Harpoon Boat 
quota is reached, the further taking and 
retention of Atlantic bluefin tuna by 
vessels permitted in this category will 
be prohibited for the remainder of 1983. 

Notice of this action has been mailed 
to all Atlantic bluefin tuna dealers and 
vessel owners holding a valid vessel 
permit for this fishery. 

This action is taken under the 
authority of 50 CFR 285.22, and is taken 
in compliance with Executive Order 
12291. 

list of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 285 

Administrative practice and 
procedure. Fish. Fisheries. Fishing, 
Imports, International organizations. 
Penalties, Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 971 et seq. 

Dated: August & 1983. 

Carmen J. Blond in. 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Fisheries 
Resource Management. National Marine 
Fisheries Service. 

IFR Doc 0-2227(1 FU#d S-11-Cfc 1 41 un] 

BILLING COOC 3510-&-* 


50 CFR Part 661 

(Docket No. 30805-150) 

Ocean Salmon Fisheries Off the 
Coasts of Washington, Oregon, and 
California; Extension of Emergency 
Interim Rule Effective Date 

agency: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). 
Commerce. 

action: Emergency interim rule; 
extension of effective date. 


summary: An emergency interim rule is 
in effect through August 21,1983 while 
the 1983 amendment of the Pacific 
Fishery Management Council's fishery 
management plan for the Commercial 
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and Recreational Salmon Fisheries off 
the Coasts of Washington. Oregon, and 
California is undergoing review by the 
Secretary of Commerce. NOAA extends 
this rule for an additional 90 days to 
prevent overfishing, to allocate 
equitably the ocean harvest commercial 
and recreational salmon fisheries, to 
allow more salmon to survive the ocean 
fisheries and reach the various inside 
fisheries, to meet the U.S. obligations to 
treaty Indian fisheries, and to achieve 
spawning escapement requirements. 
effective date: Emergency interim rule 
is effective August 21.1383. and remains 
effective through November 19.1983, 
unless terminated earlier by the 
Secretary. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

H. A. Larkins, Director. Northwest 
Region, National Marine Fisheries 
Service, 7800 San Point Way N.E.. BIN 
05700, Seattle, Washington 98115; 
telephone 206-527-6150. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
March 23.1983, the Pacific Fishery 
Management Council (Council) 
proposed on amendment to the fishery 
management plan (FMP) for the 1983 


Commercial and Recreational Salmon 
Fisheries off the Coasts of Washington. 
Oregon, and California In 1983 to 
improve management of the salmon 
fisheries. 

To conserve and manage the fisheries 
until the amendment could be reviewed 
by the Secretary, emergency interim 
regulations were published at 48 FR 
21135 (May 11,1983) under provisions of 
section 305(e) of the Magnuson Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act 
(Magnuson Act). The regulations 
duplicated exactly the amendment 
proposed by the Council. A detailed 
discussion of the background, issues, 
management measures, and 
classification of the rulemaking is set 
forth in the preamble of the emergency 
interim rule. The emergency rules were 
to be effective from May 23.1983. 
through August 21,1983. Section 
305(e)(3)(b) of the Magnuson Act 
provides that an emergency regulation 
may be promulgated for an additional 90 
days by agreement of the Secretary and 
the Council. On July 21,1983, the 
Council recommended an extension of 
the emergency regulation for a period 


not to exceed 90 days: the Secretary 
agrees. 

This action extends the emergency 
interim regulations for an additional 90 
days from August 21 through November 
19.1983, to continue management of the 
fisheries until final regulations can be 
promulgated on or about October 26. 
1983. after the Secretary has completed 
review of the Council's amendment. 

The NOAA Administrator determined 
that the emergency interim rule was not 
major and the resource emergency 
which justifies promulgation of 
emergency regulations under section 
305(e) of the Magnuson Act also 
constituted an emergency under section 
8(a)(1) of E.0.12291. See 48 FR 21139. 

List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 661 

Fish, Fisheries. Fishing, Indians. 

(16 U.S.C. 180l*x«vJ 
Dated: August 10,1983. 

Carmen |. Blondin. 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for fisher;** 
Resource Management National Marine 
Fisheries Service. 

[FR Doc. VS-22T7 ni*d d-U-83. §4$ «fn] 

BILLING COOC 3510-22-44 








Proposed Rules 


36825 

Federal RegUter 

Vol. 48. No. 1S8 
Monday, August 15. 1983 


Th* section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices to the public of the 
reposed Issuance of rules and 
'emulations. The purpose of those notices 
is to give interested persons an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
mak,ng poor to the adoption of the final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Offlca of the Secretary 

10 CFR Part 1017 

identification and Protection of 
Unclassified Controlled Nuclear 
Information; Cancellation of Public 

Hearing 

agency: Office of the Secretary, DOE. 
action: Cancellation of Public Hearing. 

summary: The Department of Energy 
(DOE) hereby cancels a session of a 
public hearing on the proposed rules 
regarding unclassified controlled 
nuclear information because of lack of 
public interest in that particular session. 
dates: The public hearing session 
scheduled for 5:00 p.m.-fl:00 p.m. on 
August 18.1983 in Washington. D.C. is 
cancelled. 

FOB FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 

Ms. Trisha Dedik Chico, Office of Policy, 
Planning, and Coordination. Office of 
the Assistant Secretary for Defense 
Programs, Room 4B-014, U.S. 

Department of Energy, Washington. D.C. 
20585, (202) 252-1870. 
supplementary information: On April 
1.1983 (48 FR13988), the Department of 
Energy published proposed rules to 
prohibit the unauthorized dissemination 
' i certain unclassifed, but sensitive 
formation—Unclassified Controlled 
'uclear Information—with respect to 
atomic energy defense programs. In 
response to a number of requests for 
Pu )lic hearings. DOE published a notice 
K8 FR 32834) on July 19.1983. 
announcing a hearing in Washington. 

DC. on August 16.1983 from 9*>0 a.m.- 
r V°° P-m. and 5:00 p.m.-9:00 p.m. and in 
Denver. Colorado on August 18.1983 
from 9:00 a.m.-12:00 p.m. and 5:00 p.m.- 
9 00 p.m. 

The notice specified that requests to 
171 oral presentations must be 
received by DOE not later than August 
• 1983. Since no requests have been 
received from persons wishing to 
Participate In the evening session in 


Washington. D.C. It is hereby cancelled. 
The hearing scheduled for Denver and 
the morning session scheduled for 
Washington. D.C. will be held as 
scheduled. 

Issued in Washington. D.C. on August 12, 
1983. 

Herman E. Roser, 

Assistant Secretary for Defense Programs. 

IF* Doc FtUd S-12-S& 10*34 ant) 

SfUJNO cooc MSO-01-# 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
13 CFR Part 122 

Business Loans; Veterans Loan 
Program 

agency: Small Business Administration. 
action: Proposed rule. 

summary: These proposed regulations 
outline the standards and guidelines to 
implement the new direct financial 
assistance authority as outlined in the 
Veterans Small Business Loan Act of 
1981 (Pub. L 97-72) 95 Stat. 1055. and the 
Second Continuing Resolution of 1983 
(Pub. L. 97-377), 96 Stat. 1871. 
date: Comments must be received on or 
before September 14.1983. 
address: Written comments, in 
duplicate, may be sent to the Director. 
Office of Business Loans, Small 
Business Administration, 1441 L Street, 
NW.. Washington. D.C. 20418. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Questions about this proposed rule may 
be directed to: Everett E. Shell. Chief. 
Program Operations Branch. Office of 
Business Loans. (202) 653-6470. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Veterans Small Business Act of 1981, 
(Pub. L 97-72) authorized a loan 
program for disabled veterans and for 
veterans of the Vietnam era to be 
administered by the Veterans 
Administration. This program was never 
implemented. In December. 1982, the 
Second Continuing Resolution of 1983 
(Pub. L 97-377) appropriated $25,000,000 
to Small Business Administration (SBA). 
These funds were provided ‘Tor new 
direct loan obligations to be made only 
to disabled veterans and veterans of the 
Vietnam era * * * under the general 
terms and conditions of Title IQ of Pub. 

L 97-72.** Although Pub. L 97-72 limited 
direct lending to disabled veterans, Pub. 
L 97-377 broadened the intended 


recipients of direct funds to include 
Vielnam-era veterans. The reference to 
Pub. L. 97-72 only required that SBA 
lend the funds “under the general terms 
and conditions” of the Act. without a 
requirement of strict adherence. SBA 
interprets this as authority to implement 
the direct veterans loan program by the 
rules of its business loan program, while 
maintaining the integrity of the stated 
purpose and constituent identity. 
Therefore, SBA has determined that the 
regulations which govern SBA’s direct 
business loan program, except for the 
eligibility requirements contained in 
Pub. L 97-72 as broadened by Pub. L 
97-377, will apply to the administration 
of this program. 

Existing policy regarding loan 
amounts, maturities and credit 
standards will apply to the veterans 
loan program. Thus, for example, the 
eligibility provisions contained in 
Section 120.2 of SBA regulations (13 CFR 
120.2) apply. The maturity and interest 
provisions applicable to SBA direct 
loans contained in § 120.3 (13 CFR 120.3) 
apply, except that the maximum 
maturity may not exceed 25 years 
instead of 20 years. Similarly, other 
rules in Section 120.3 pertaining to fees 
and insurance are applicable. Pertinent 
provisions in Part 122 of SBA regulations 
(13 CFR Part 122) apply, including 
{ 122.13 to 122^5, inclusive. The 
maximum amount of any SBA direct 
loan is $350,000, as provided in Section 
7(a)(3) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 636(a)(3)), but this has been 
administratively capped at $150,000 
subject to waiver under appropriate 
circumstances. Because of the “general 
terms and conditions** language in Pub. 

L 97-72, as noted above, the SBA direct 
veterans loans under this program will 
be subject to such administrative limit. 
Funds from personal resources, normal 
lending channels and SBA guaranteed 
loans must be unavailable before a 
direct loan can be considered. For 
purposes of this program, Vietnam-era is 
defined as the period extending from 
August 5.1964, to May 7,1975. SBA has 
previously used this period as the 
Vietnam-era in its loan programs under 
advice from the Veterans 
Administration. The discharge of any 
applicant for assistance under this 
program must be other than 
dishonorable. Pub. L 97-72 defines a 
disabled veteran as one with a minimum 
compensable disability of 30%. or a 
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veteran who was discharged for 
disability. Disabled veterans eligible for 
assistance from the program may be 
from any era and need not have served 
during the Vietnam-era as defined 
above. The small business concern to be 
financed under this program must be 
owned (a minimum of 51%) by one or 
more eligible veterans. In addition. Pub. 
L 97-72 requires that the management 
and daily operations be directed by one 
or more of the veteran owners whose 
veteran status was used to qualify for 
the loan. The intent is to provide active 
employment to one or more of the 
veteran owners and to exclude loans to 
absentee ownership arrangements and 
investment proposals. 

The veteran status of an individual 
may be used only once to qualify for an 
SDA loan. Individuals who formerly 
received SBA loans with eligibility 
based on veteran status have used their 
loan benefit and may not be considered 
for the veterans loan program. Second or 
refunding loans can only be considered 
under SBA's regular business loan 
program. 

SBA has determined that this proposal 
does not constitute a major rule for the 
purpose of Executive Order 12291. In 
this regard we are certain that the 
annual effect of this rule on the economy 
will be less than $100 million. In 
addition this proposed rule, if 
promulgated as final, will not result in a 
major increase in costs or price for 
consumers, individual industries. 
Federal. State or local government 
agencies or geographical regions, and 
will not have significant adverse effects 
on competition, employment, 
investment, productivity, innovation, or 
on the ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. In addition, for the purpose of 
compliance with the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. Pub. L 96-354, effective 
January 1,1981, SBA hereby certifies 
that this proposed rule, if promulgated in 
final form, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. Our own 
estimate, based on budgetary resources 
available for the program, indicates that 
we may expect to inolce two hundred 
and fifty loans averaging $100,000, or a 
total of $25 million available to a 
relatively small number of applicants. 

This action is being proposed in order 
to implement the specific statutory 
authority contained in Pub. L 97-72 and 
Pub. L 97-377. This rule would be 
applicable to any small businesa 
meeting the specialized eligibility 
criteria, but still contemplates that loan 
applicants be subject to all other 


relevant eligibility criteria for receipt of 
SBA assistance. 

Finally, these proposed regulations, if 
promulgated in final form would not 
impose any special reporting or record 
keeping requirements on the small 
businesses that avail themselves of this 
assistance. 

List of Subjects in 13 CFR Part 122 

Local programs/business; Small 
business. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
in Section 5(b)(6) of the Small Business 
Act (15 U.S.C. 631 et seq.) Part 122. 
Chapter l Title 13 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, would be amended by 
adding a new Subpart E to read as 
follows: 

PART 122—BUSINESS LOANS 
Subpsrt E— Veterans Loan Programs 

8*c 

122.401 Statutory provisions. 

122.402 Applicability of other SBA 
regulations. 

122.403 Eligibility. 

122.404 Single loan benefits. 

Subpart E—Veterans Loan Program 

$ 122.401 Statutory provisions. 

The statutory authorities for these 
loans appear in Pub. L 97-377 (95 Slat 
1055). Pub. L. 97-72 (96 Stat. 1871). and 
Sec. 7(a) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 636(a)). 

5 122.402 Applicability of other SB A 
regulations. 

Except as noted herein, the other 
provisions of Parts 120 and 122 of this 
Chapter apply to the veterans loan 
program. Specifically, the eligibility 
provisions in 9 120.2 apply: the 
applicable maturity and interest rules in 
9 120.3 apply, except that maximum 
maturity of a loan may not exceed 25 
years. Similarly, other rules in § 120.3 
pertaining to fees and insurance are 
applicable. Pertinent provisions in Part 
122 apply including (3 122.13 to 122.25, 
inclusive. Private sector financing and 
SBA guaranteed loans must be 
unavailable before a direct loon can be 
considered. 

$ 122,403 Eligibility. 

(a) Eligible veterans. Veterans eligible 
for this program include the following: 

(1) Vietnam-era veterans who served 
for a period of more than 180 days, any 
part of which was between August 5, 
1964, and May 7,1975, and were 
discharged other than dishonorably. 

(2) Disabled veterans of any era with 
a minimum compensable disability of 
30%. or a veteran of any era who was 
discharged for disability. 


(b) Ownership percentage. The small 
business concern must be owned (a 
minimum of 51%) by one or more eligible 
veterans. 

(c) Management requirements . 
Management and daily operation of the 
business must be directed by one or 
more of the veteran owners of the 
applicant whose veteran status wits 
used to qualify for the loan. 

9 122.404 Single loan benefit 

The veteran status of an individual 
may only be used once to qualify for an 
SBA loan. After having received an SBA 
loan with eligibility based on veteran 
status, second or refunding loans can be 
considered only under the regular 
business loan program or based on the 
ownership by other eligible veterans 
(51% minimum ownership by persons of 
unused eligibility), individuals who 
formerly received SBA loans with 
eligibility based on veteran status have 
used their loan benefit and may not be 
considered for the veterans loan 
program. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Programs No. 59.012, Small Business Loans I 

Dated: August 4. 1983. 

Jamas C Sanders. 

Administrator. 

(FX Doc. B-XX1M Fikd S-I2~tl *45 «a| 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 
14 CFR Ch. I 

[Summary Notice No. PR-83-61 

Petitions for Rulemaking; Summary of 
Petitions Received and Dispositions of 
Petitions Denied or Withdrawn 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
action: Notice of petitions for 
rulemaking and of dispositions of 
petitions denied or withdrawn. 

summary: Pursuant to FAA's 
rulemaking provisions governing the 
application, processing, and disposition 
of petitions for rulemaking (14 CFR Pari 
11), this notice contains a summary of 
certain petitions requesting the initiation 
of rulemaking procedures for the 
amendment of specified provisions of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations and of 
denials or withdrawals of certain 
petitions previously received. The 
purpose of this notice is to imporve the 
public's awareness of this aspect of 
FAA’s regulatory activities. Neither 
publication of this notice nor the 
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inclusion or omission of information in 
the summary is intended to affect the 
legal status of any petition or its final 
disposition. 

oat£S: Comments on petitions received 
must identify the petition docket number 
involved and be received on or before, 
October 14.1983. 

addresses: Send comments on the 
petition in triplicate to: Federal Aviation 
Administration, Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Attn: Rules Docket (AGC-204), 


Petition Docket No.-. 800 

Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20591. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

The petition, any comments received, 
and a copy of any final disposition are 
filed in the assigned regulatory docket 
and are available for examination in the 
Rules Docket (AGC-204), Room 918, 
FAA Headquarters Building (FOB-10A), 
Federal Aviation Administration. 800 
Independence Avenue. SW., 


Washington. D.C 20591: telephone (202) 
428-3814. 

This notice is published pursuant to 
paragraphs (b) and (0 of S 11.27 of Part 
11 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 11). 

Issued in Washington. D.C, on August 9, 
1983. 

John H. Cassady, 

Assistant Chief Counsel Regulations and 
Enforcement Division. 


Petitions for Rulemaking 



|F« Doc «VJE»9i rUed HMJ * 43 mm\ 
ALUMQ CCOC 4910-19-41 


14 CFR Part 71 


(Airspace Docket No. 83-ANM-11) 

Preposed Alteration of Additional 
Control Areas 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
a ction: Notice of proposed rul emaking. 

summary: This notice proposes to alter 
the description of the Newport. OR. 
Additional Control Areas (ACA) and the 
San Francisco, CA. ACA. Alterations to 
these boundaries are necessary because 
of the realignment of the air traffic 
control boundary between the Seattle, 
WA and Oakland. CA. Air Route 
Traffic Control Centers (ARTCC). This 
action realigns the affected ACA’s to 
reflect the new air traffic control areas 
of responsibility. 

date®; Comments must be received on 
or before September 28,1983. 
addresses: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Director. FAA. 
Northwest Mountain Region. Attention: 
Manager, Air Traffic Division. Docket 
No. B3-ANM-11, Federal Aviation 
Administration. FAA Building, Boeing 
Field. Seattle. WA 98108. 

IJe official docket may be examined 
jn the Rules Docket, weekdays, except 
federal holidays, between 8:30 a.m. and 
?^0 p m. The FAA Rules Docket is 
located in the Office of the Chief 


Counsel Room 918, 800 Independence 
Avenue. SW„ Washington. D.C 
An informal docket may also be 
examined during normal business hours 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Lewis W. Still. Airspace and Air Traffic . 
Rules Branch (AAT-230), Airspace- 
Rules and Aeronautical Information 
Division, Air Traffic Service. Federal 
Aviation Administration, 800 
Independence Avenue, SW.. 

Washington. D.C 20591; telephone: (202) 
428-8783. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful In 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, economic, environmental, 
and energy aspects of the proposal. 
Communications should identify the 
airspace docket and be submitted in 
triplicate to the address listed above. 
Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
on this notice must submit with those 
comments a self-addressed, stamped 
postcard on which the following 


statement is made: M Comments to 
Airspace Docket No. 83-ANM-H." The 
postcard will be date/time stamped and 
returned to the commcnter. All 
communications received before the 
specified dosing date for comments will 
be considered before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments recieved. All 
comments submitted will be available 
for examination in the Rules Docket 
both before and after the dosing date 
for comments. A report summarizing 
each substantive public contact with 
FAA personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the docket 

Availability of NPRM's 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public 
Information Center, APA-430, 800 
Independence Avenue, SW. # 
Washington. D.C 20591, or by colling 
(202) 426-8050. Communications must 
identify the notice number or this 
NPRM. Persons interested in being 
placed on a mailing list for future 
NPRM’s should also request a copy of 
Advisory Circular No. 11-2 which 
describes the application procedure. 

The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an 
amendment to § 71.183 of Part 71 of the 
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Federal Aviation Regulation (14 CFR 
Part 71) to realign the boundaries of the 
Newport. OR, and San Francisco. CA, 
ACA's. The Seattle. WA, and Oakland. 
CA. ARTCC’s have realigned their 
common boundary and this change to 
the ACA's is necessary to interface with 
the change in air traffic control 
responsibilities. Section 71.163 of Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations was 
republished in Advisory Circular AC 70- 
3A dated January 3.1983. 

list of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71 

Additional control areas. Aviation 
safety. 

The Proposed Amendment 

PART 71—(AMENDED! 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend 
$ 71.163 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as 
follows: 

Nowport OR lAmeoded] 

By deleting the words “thence via the west 
edge of V-27W and V-27 to the Oakland 
ARTCC Flight Advisory Area, and on the 
south by the Oakland ARTCC Flight 
Advisory Area*' and substituting the words 
“thence via the west edge of V-112, V-27 and 
V-27W to lat 41*2(700“ N.. long. 124*29*30^ 

W.; to lat. 4t*20*U0"N., and the boundary of 
the Oakland. CA, ARTCC Flight Advisory 
Area” 

San Krandsco. CA | Amended| 

By deleting the words “bounded on the 
north by the Seattle ARTCC Flight Advisory 
Area" and substituting the wards “bounded 
on the north by a line beginning at let. 
41 r 20W N„ long. 124*2» 30"W.; to lat. 
41*20*0(719., and the boundary of the 
Oakland, CA. ARTCC Flight Advisory Area** 
(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a). Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1340(d) and 1354(a)); (49 
U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L 97-449. January 
12.1983))-, and 14 CFR 11.65.) 

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical regulations for 
which frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally current. 
It. therefore—(1) is not a “major rule” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not s 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26,1979); and (3) does not warrant 
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as the 
anticipated impact is so minimal. Since this is 
a routine matter that will only affect air 
traffic procedures and air navigation, it is 
certified that this rule, when promulgated, 
will not have a significant economic impact 
on o substantia] number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act. 


Issued in Washington. D C, on August 3. 
1983. 

B. Keitb Potts, 

Manager. Airspace-Rules and Aeronautical 
Information Division . 

[FR Doc. CS-22200 FOad S-1S~S* ft4$ am) 

BtUJMQ COOt 4*10-t*4l 


14 CFR Part 152 

(Docket No. 23723; Notice No. 83-11] 

Approval of Airport Layout Plans 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
action: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM)._ 

summary: This notice proposes to revise 
the assurance made by recipients of 
Federal aid to airports that requires 
them to keep an airport layout plan that 
is up to date and approved by the FAA. 
That assurance also prohibits making 
any airport improvements subsequent to 
a grant unless the improvement is in 
conformance with the up-to-date and 
approved layout plan. The purpose of 
this proposal is to provide relief from 
these requirements when there are no 
Federal facilities at the airport and the 
nature of the improvement to be made 
indicate that prior approval is 
unnecessary to protect the Federal 
interest in the safety, efficiency, and 
utility of the airport. 

OATH Comments must be received on or 
before September 29.1983. 
address: Comments on this proposal 
may be mailed in duplicate to Federal 
Aviation Administration. Office of the 
Chief Counsel. Attention: Rules Docket 
(AGC-204), Docket No. 23723, 800 
Independence Avenue, SW„ 
Washington, D.C. 20591, or delivered in 
duplicate to Room 916 at this address. 
Comments delivered must be marked; 
Docket No. 23723. Comments may be 
inspected in Room 916 weekdays, 
except Federal holidays, between 8:30 
a.m. and 5 p.m. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT? 

Robert E. David. Program Guidance 
Branch (APP-510). Grants-in-Aid 
Division. Office of Airport Planning and 
Programming. Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW„ Washington, D.C. 20591. 
telephone (202) 426-3857. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 


should identify the regulatory docket or 
notice number and be submitted in 
duplicate to the address above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments will be 
considered by the Administrator before 
taking action on the proposed rule. 
Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
submitted in response to this notice 
must submit with those comments a self- 
addressed, stamped postcard on which 
the following statement is made: 
"Comments to Docket No. 237223." The 
postcard will be dated, time stamped, 
and returned to the commenter. The 
proposals contained in this notice may 
be changed in the light of comments 
received. All comments submitted will 
be available, both before and after the 
closing date for the comments, in the 
Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. A report 
summarizing each substantive public 
contact with FAA personnel concerned 
with this rulemaking will be Bled in the 
docket. 

Availability of NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration. Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public 
Information Center. APA-430, 800 
Independence Avenue. SW.. 
Washington, D.C. 20591, or by calling 
(202) 426-8058. Communications must 
identify the notice number of the NPRM 
Persons interested in being placed on a 
mailing list for future NPRM’s should 
also request a copy of Advisory Circular 
No. 11-2, Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking Distribution System, which 
describes the application procedures 

Background 

The Presidential Task Force on 
Regulatory Relief identified the FAA’s 
requirement for airport layout plan 
approval as one of the areas for priority 
review as part of the Administration s 
major initiative to provide regulatory 
and paperwork relief for State and local 
governments. The Task Force was 
concerned with two aspects of the 
approval governments. First was the all 
encompassing nature of the approval 
requirement, making it necessary to seek 
approval for minor airport changes and 
changes that do not involve Federal 
funding. Second was the requirement 
that, prior to approving any airport 
layout plan, there must first be 
completed a Federal environmental 
review and approval even if no Federal 
funds were involved in the proposed 
development. Applications for airport 
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development under the Airport and 
Airway Development Act of 1970, as 
amended (49 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.), have 
been mode in accordance with Part 152 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (49 
CFR Part 152). That part requires that an 
application for Federal assistance be 
accompanied by the applicable 
assurances required by Appendix D to 
that part. Substantially the same 
assurances are now a part of the 
application procedure for airport grants 
made under the Airport and Airway 
Improvement Act of 1982 (Pub. L 97-246, 
September 3.1962. 96, Stat. 671). 

The assurance applicable to airport 
layout plans is as follows: 

25. Airport Layout Plan. The Sponsor will 
keep up to date at all timet an airport layout 
plan of the Airport showing: (1) Boundaries of 
the Airport and all proposed addition* 
thereto, together with the boundaries of all 
offsite areas owned or controlled by the 
Sponsor for airport purposes, and proposed 
additions thereto; (2) the location and nature 
of all existing and proposed airport facilities 
and structures (such as runways, taxi ways, 
aprons, terminal buildings, hangars and 
roads), including all proposed extensions and 
reductions of existing airport facilities: and 
(3) the location of all existing and proposed 
oonxvtation areas and of all existing 
improvements thereon. Such airport layout 
plan and aach amendment revision, or 
modification thereof, shall be subject to the 
approval of the FAA. which approval shall be 
tvidenotd by the signature of a duly 
authorized representative of the FAA on the 
wee of the airport layout plan. The Sponsor 

* II not make or permit any changes or 
alterations in the airport or in any of Us 
faculties other than in conformity with the 
airport layout plan as so approved by the 

!■ A A tf such changes or alterations might 
adversely affect the safety, utility, or 
efficiency of the Airport 

The requirement that the airport 
layout plan at all times be up to date 
and approved by the FAA and that no 
development be undertaken at the 
airport except In accordance with the 
approved airport layout plan is intended 
to protect the Federal investment in the 
a:rport To protect the Federal 
'^vestment it is necessary to review any 
Proposed change to the airport which 
would affect existing or future 
aeronautical areas to the airport. 
Aeronautical areas included the areas 
necessary for aircraft operations, air 
t affic control facilities, weather 
sporting equipment, and navigational 
a ids. 1 he requirement for prior approval 
of any change through approval of the 
airport layout plan ensures that this 

' nation will be made before any 
change that might adversely affect these 
areas is effected. To properly conduct 

18 valuation it is necessary that the 
airport layout plan be up to date. The 

* - r ral interest in the airport is 


synonymous with the safety, efficiency, 
and utility of the aeronautical use of the 
airport. The FAA's approval of an 
airport layout plan, including any 
current changes to that plan, indicates 
that no adverse effect on aeronautical 
areas is anticipated. Where a revised 
plan indicates a possible adverse effect 
this problem must be resolved before 
the FAA will give approval. 

The FAA's approval of an airport 
layout plan has been determined to be a 
major Federal action within the meaning 
of that term in the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA). Consequently, all proposed 
development shown on any airport 
layout plan, regardless of whether 
Federal funds are contemplated for its 
completion, requires environmental 
review and approval in accordance with 
NEPA and regulations implementing 
that Act. 

Protection of the Federal Investment 

The concern of airport sponsors over 
the Federal role in approving an airport, 
improvement subsequent to a grant, 
especially when that improvement is 
done without Federal funds, is 
reasonable. The need for the approval 
process, however, is not always 
apparenL Of course, the airport sponsor 
would not intentionally allow 
development that would adversely 
impact the safety, efficiency, or utility of 
its facility. Minor development when 
viewed from the airport sponsor's 
viewpoint may not appear to have any 
adverse impact. However, such a change 
may have substantial impact when 
viewed from the FAA's perspective as 
the provider of air traffic service and the 
maintainer of the nations's navigational 
aids. 

For example, construction of a hangar 
several hundred feet from the nearest 
runway may not appear to have any 
adverse impact However, the hangar 
could create electromagnetic 
interference with a navigational aid on 
the airport which In turn could create a 
safety problem by providing the pilot 
with a false signal. The impact of the 
construction can be related to the layout 
and location and the airport itself; thus, 
the same hangar in the same relative 
position to a navigational aid may cause 
problems on one airport and not on 
another. 

Electromagnetic interference is only 
one aspect considered by the FAA in 
reviewing and approving proposed 
development set out in an airport layout 
plan. Another consideration is the effect 
on control tower visibility or, where the 
airport does not have a control tower, 
on visibility between runways. Other 
aspects of airport design related to 


aircraft operations, such as separation 
between runways and taxiways, runway 
gradients, safety area dimensions, and 
obstructions, are also examined in this 
approval process. 

The FAA's review of airport layout 
plans also provides an opportunity for 
the FAA to offer advice to the airport 
sponsor on how plans for development 
at the airport may affect the future use 
of the airport. For example, the size and 
location of additional facilities, such as 
hangers and new passenger terminals, 
may affect the choices available for 
locating future runways and 
navigational aids. 

In order to eliminate any burden on 
airport operators resulting from this 
approval process that is not justified by 
the benefits to society and in 
accordance with Executive Order 12291, 
the FAA has thoroughly reviewed the 
airport layout plan approval process. 

The FAA has determined there is room 
to relax the present requirement without 
compromising the FAA's responsibility 
to provide for safety in air commerce 
and to protect the Federal Investment in 
airports receiving Federal grants. The 
amendments proposed herein would 
change the requirement that an up-to- 
date airport layout plan be maintained 
at all times. In addition, the proposed 
amendments would eliminate the prior 
approval requirement for a category of 
airports and for development meeting 
certain criteria. 

While reduced regulation is 
appropriate in this area, the FAA 
believes that, because of the benefits of 
review discussed above, it is advisable 
for sponsors to voluntarily keep their 
layout plans up to date and approved, 
and anticipates that most will continue 
to do so. 

To implement the change, the 
assurance would be amended to provide 
that the airport sponsor is only required 
to keep the airport layout plan that was 
most recently approved by the FAA. The 
words requiring that it be kept up to 
date at all times and that the up-to-date 
version be approved would be removed 
from the assurance. That part of the 
current assurance which provides that 
the sponsor will not make or permit any 
changes or alterations in the airport, or 
in any of its facilities, other than in 
conformity with an approved airport 
layout plan would be modified to allow 
for a general authorization by the FAA 
to some airport sponsors to make 
certain improvements without a change 
to the airport layout plan. That part of 
the accurance would be further revised 
to make it clear that Improvements not 
excepted by such an authorization must 
be in conformity with an airport layout 
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plan that is up-to-date and approved by 
the FAA. 

The general authorization would be 
accomplished by adding to the existing 
grant agreements of each qualifying 
sponsor who requests it. and to all 
future grant agreements, a condition that 
would provide as follows: 

Notwithstanding the applicable airport 
layout plan assurance, the sponsor may make 
a change or alteration in the airport or in any 
of its facilities that is not in conformity with 
its approved airport layout plan if the 
development— 

1. Is aviation-related; 

2. Is located outside the building restriction 
lines and runway approach zones shown on 
the most recently approved airport layout 
plan: 

3. Docs not Infringe upon the runway 
visibility zone as defined in FAA design 
standards (for airports with two or more 
intersecting runways); and 

4. Will not exceed 36 feet above ground 
level. 

This condition remains in effect only so 
long as— 

1. The airport has no precision approach 
procedure; 

2. The airport has no FAA owned, 
operated, or contracted air traffic control 
facility, navigational aid. or communication 
equipment located on the airport; and 

3. If the airport has a non-precision 
approach procedure, any navigational aid 
used in the procedure, other than a 
nondirectiona! beacon, is located off the 
airport. 

To qualify for this condition the airport 
would have to meet the criteria specified 
in the second part of the condition. Even 
if an airport qualifies, it may still seek 
the FAA’s advice on any proposed 
development. 

The FAA requests comments on the 
simplest form of accomplishing a grant 
agreement modification for airport 
sponsors desiring such a change. It 
would be a virtually impossible 
administrative task to screen all 
sponsors to determine who is eligible 
and who wishes to have this change 
made in their grant agreement. 

It is anticipated that these changes 
would result in a one third reduction in 
the number of airport layout plan 
changes that would require FAA 
approval each year. The FAA currently 
receives approximately 1.200 
submissions annually for approval of 
airport layout plan changes in 
connection with airport without Federal 
funds. The FAA estimates that with 
these changes, the number of 
submissions would be reduced by 
approximately 400 each year. In those 
cases any delay in the project 
occasioned by the approval process 
would be removed. 

This proposal would give the sponsor 
relief from the approval process and. as 


discussed below, any environmental 
review and approval occasioned by that 
process. The sponsor would only be 
required to give notice to the FAA if 
required to do so by Part 77. Objects 
affecting navigable airspace, or Part 157, 
Notice of construction, alteration, 
activation, and deactivation of airports. 
Although notice under these parts 
requires action by the FAA (an 
aeronautical study and appropriate 
determination), .the sponsor is not 
required to obtain FAA approval before 
proceeding with the proposed 
development. 

Environmental Review 

In 1974, it was determined that FAA’s 
approval of an airport layout plan was a 
major Federal action in accordance with 
NEPA. Since that time FAA’s approval 
of the plan has no longer been limited to 
evaluating the impacts of proposed 
development on the safety, efficiency, 
and utility of the aeronautical areas, but 
ha9 also addressed the environmental 
acceptability of all development 
proposed on the plan. Prior to that time, 
environmental acceptability of proposed 
development was addressed at the time 
Federal funding was requested for its 
construction. 

The current FAA environmental 
approval of airport layout plans already 
provides some flexibility. For example, 
experience has shown that numerous 
items never result in any adverse 
environmental effects. These items are 
categorically excluded from any 
environmental assessment during the 
airport layout plan approval process. 
The FAA also conditionally approves 
airport layout plans. This type of 
approval identifies specific items of 
development shown on the plan which 
must be environmentally assessed 
before they can be constructed. All 
other items proposed on the plan that 
are not specifically identified in the 
conditional approval are either 
categorically excluded or have been 
found to be environmentally acceptable. 

Thus, within the constraints of the 
determination that an airport layout 
plan approval is a major Federal action, 
the FAA has already attempted to 
reduce as much as possible any burden 
on airport sponsors associated with the 
environmental approval. As part of this 
review effort, several alternatives were 
explored which attempted to revise the 
airport layout plan approval process so 
that it would no longer constitute a 
major Federal action. However, all of 
the alternatives considered had 
characteristics which brought them back 
under the definition of major Federal 
action. Consequently, the relief from the 
present environmental approval 


requirements for airport layout plans 
can only be given by eliminating the 
requirement for the approval itself, 
when it is consistent with the PAA’s 
responsibilities. For those 400 
development projects for which revised 
airport layout plans would no longer 
have to be submitted, there will no 
longer be a Federal action, and. hence, 
no delay in the development will result 
from the Federal environmental 
approval process. 

Paperwork Reduction Act Approval 

The collection of information 
requirements contained in this proposal 
have been submitted to OMB for review. 
Comments on the requirements should 
be submitted to the Office of 
Information and Regulatory Affairs 
(OMB), New Executive Office Bldg., 
Room 3001, Washington, D.C. 20503; 
Attention Wayne Leiss (Telephone 202- 
395-7313). A copy should be submitted 
• to the FAA Docket. 

Economic Analysts 

The FAA has determined that no costs 
to society would result from this 
proposed rule change and proposed 
addition to airport grant agreements. 

The anticipated benefit is expected to be 
primarily the elimination of the delay, 
with some minor administrative savings 
from not preparing amendments to 
airport layout plans. While elimination 
of this delay may result in some savings 
in construction costs, the saving is not 
expected to be significant compared to 
the overall coat of the project. 

The FAA invites comments on the 
cost savings that would result from this 
proposal and any other economic 
impact. 

List of Subjects in 14 CFR 152 

Accounting Airports. Civil rights, 
Energy conservation, Equal employment 
opportunity. Grant programs— 
Transportation. Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, the FAA proposes to 
amend Appendix D to Part 152 (14 CFR 
Part 152, Appendix D) by revising 
paragraph 25 to read as follows: 

Appendix D—Assurances 
• • • • • 

25. Airport Layout Plan. The Sponsor will 
keep the airport layout plan of the Airport 
most recently approved by the FAA showing 
(1) Boundaries of the Airport and all 
proposed additions thereto, together with the 
boundaries of all offsite areas owned or 
controlled by the Sponsor for airport 
purposes, and proposed additions thereto; (2) 
the location and nature of all existing and 
proposed airport facilities and structures 
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(*ucb AS runways, tsxiways. aprons, terminal 
buiMingK. hangars, and roads), including aU 
proposed extensions and reductions of 
existing airport facilities; and (3) the location 
of all existing and proposed nonaviation 

• i*a§ and of aU existing improvements 
thereon. Unless otherwise authorized by the 
FAA, the Sponsor will not make or permit 
my changes or alterations in the airport or in 
any of its facilities other than in conformity 
with an airport layout plan that is up-to-date 
snd approved by the FAA. 

• • • a • 

(Airport and Airway Development Act of 
1970, ss amended (49 U.S.G 1701 e/ se?.); 
Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982 
(Pub L 97-248, September 3.1982. 96 Stat. 

enj.) 

Note.—The proposed amendment and 
Accompanying addition to the grant 
aprremants of qualifying sponsors would 
rcheve a burden for those sponsors. While 
relief of that burden would eliminate an 
unnecessary governmental interference in the 
process of airport development, the economic 
relief provided thereby is not expected to be 
lub&’antial in relation to the overall cost of 
the individual project involved. For these 
reasons, the FAA has determined that this 
document involves a proposed regulation that 
it not a major regulation under Executive 
Ordt‘r 12291. It is significant, however, under 
Uif Department of Transportation Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 

February 28,1979). For the reasons discussed 
shove, it is certified that under the criteria of 
Regulatory Flexibility Act the proposed 
rule, if adopted, will not have s significant 
economic impact on a substantial number of 
•mall entities. Because it has been 
determined that the economic impact of this 
proposed regulation is expected to be 
minimal a full economic evaluation has not 
bwn prepared. 

Issued in Washington. D.G, on June 21. 

1963 . 

William F Shea, 

* swittt* Administrator for Airports. 

I™ Fltad UMl *U .a) 

KlUNO COOC 4«IO-1*41 


department of health and 
human services 


Social Security Administration 
20 CFR Parti 404,416 and 422 


Social Security Benefits and 
^pplomental Security Income; 
Disability Termination Hearings at the 
^consideration Level 

HUS ^ **° c * a * ^ ecurit y Administration, 


Acri ON; Noti^ of proposed rulemakin 

nummary: We are proposing regulatoi 
changes to carry out a requirement of 
iomv (enacted on January 12, 

r 8 *** Tha* legislation requires severe 
Jr an 8 es in the procedures used by the 
wml Security Administration (SSA) 


conduct periodic reviews of disability 
cases for continuing eligibility. The 
proposed regulations would implement 
Sections 4 and 5 of the new law, which 
require SSA to make a face-to-face 
evidentiary hearing available in 
connection with the reconsideration of 
any initial determination that an 
individual receiving disability benefits 
under title II of the Social Security Act 
(the Act) is not now disabled. 

We also propose to make the new 
reconsideration procedure available in 
blindness and disability termination 
cases in the Supplemental Security 
Income (SSI) program under title XVI of 
the Act pursuant to the Secretary’s 
broad rulemaking authority in the SSI 
program. Although Congress has not 
specifically required that we do so, it is 
customary to extend legislative 
improvements in the title II disability 
program to comparable SSI cases, since 
the medical eligibility requirements in 
both programs are quite similar. 
Moreover, the proposed inclusion of SSI 
blindness and disability termination 
cases would promote effective program 
administration by providing a uniform 
appeal procedure in the two programs. 

We believe that this new procedure 
will make the reconsideration level 
more meaningful in blindness and 
disability termination cases, that 
beneficiaries affected by these 
termination decisions will be better 
served and that the overall quality of the 
decisionmaking process will also be 
improved. We emphasize that the 
proposed regulations would not affect 
the availability or scope of a hearing 
before an administrative law judge (ALJJ 
at the next level of the administrative 
appeals process. 
date: Your comments will be 
considered if we receive them no later 
than October 14.1963. 
address: Comments should be 
submitted in writing to the 
Commissioner of Social Security, 
Department of Health and Human 
Services, 6401 Security Boulevard, Room 
100 Altmeyer Building. Baltimore, 
Maryland 21235. Comments received 
will be available for public inspection 
during normal business hours at this 
address by making arrangements with 
the contact person shown below. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Frank Lindh. Executive Analyst. Social 
Security Administration, (301) 594-5072. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

A. Overview of the Social Security 
Disability Appeals Process 

After an inital determination is mode 
with respect to a claim for Social 


Security or SSI benefits, the claimant or 
beneficiary is given an opportunity to 
appeal. There are. In most cases, three 
steps in the administrative appeals 
process: (1) reconsideration: (2) hearing 
before an ALJ: and(3) Appeals Council 
review. After exhausting his or her 
administrative appeals, the claimant or 
beneficiary can then appeal to a U.S. 
district court. (The administrative 
decisionmaking process and the 
requirements for filing a civil action are 
described in existing regulations at 20 
CFR Part 404, Subpart J (for title U 
cases) and Part 416, Subpart N (for SSI 
cases).) 

In disability cases under title II. and in 
disability and blindness cases in the SSI 
program, one of the factors which must 
be addressed in the decisionmaking 
process is whether the claimant or 
beneficiary meets or continues to meet 
the medical requirements for disability 
or blindness. (With the exception of title 
11 benefits for disabled widows and SSI 
benefits for disabled children, the 
medical requirements for disability in 
these programs include vocational 
considerations which help to determine 
whether an individual's impairment or 
combination of impairments makes him 
or her unable to work.) Initial 
determinations regarding medical 
factors, both in cases of initial 
application and in cases being reviewed 
for continuing medical eligibility, are 
generally made by State Disability 
Determination Service (DDS) agencies 
on behalf of SSA under the regulations 
at 20 CFR Part 404, Subpart Q. and Part 
416, Subpart J. 

When a claimant or beneficiary is 
dissatisfied with the DDS's initial 
determination, he or she can request 
that the determination be reconsidered. 
(However, in SSI and concurrent title 
II—SSI cases involving a termination of 
eligibility, the DD53 do not conduct 
reconsiderations under existing 
regulations; instead, these appeals 
proceed directly to the ALJ hearing 
level, as discussed below.) The 
reconsideration is carried out by DDS 
personnel who did not participate in the 
initial determination. Like the initial 
determination, the reconsideration of a 
medical determination under existing 
regulations consists solely of a review of 
documentary evidence in the case file 
by DDS physicians and staff; the 
claimant or beneficiary who appeals an 
Initial determination does not actually 
meet with a decisionmaker until the ALJ 
hearing level. 
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B. Problems and Recent Changes in the 
Periodic Disability Review Process 

In title II and SSI cases in which 
benefits are paid on the basis of 
blindness or disability, periodic reviews 
are necessary to ensure that individuals 
receiving these benefits are in fact blind 
or disabled under the requirements of 
the Act. (See 20 CFR Part 404, Subpart P. 
under the Subheading, "Continuing or 
Stopping Disability,” and Part 416. 
Subpart 1, under the subheading. 
"Continuing or Stopping Disability or 
Blindness," for the pertinent provisions 
for periodic reviews of title II and SSI 
cases, respectively.) The Social Security 
Disability Amendments of 1980 (Pub. L 
96-265) required SSA to conduct, on an 
ongoing basis, a three-year periodic 
review for continuing disability in every 
title II disability case in which a 
permanent impairment does not exist, 
and at such times as the Secretary 
determines to be appropriate in every 
case involving a permanent impairment. 
(The legislative history of that provision 
indicates that Congress intended it to 
apply to the SSI program a9 well.) Under 
this congressional mandate. SSA is now 
conducting nearly 500.000 periodic 
disability reviews per year. 

The expanded review of disability 
cases has confirmed congressional 
concerns that many individuals were 
continuing to receive disability benefits 
even though their impairments are not 
now disabling. However, a number of 
problems emerged when SSA initially 
undertook this review, some of which 
resulted in hardship for beneficiaries 
and their families, in response to these 
problems, SSA changed a number of its 
procedures and supported the 
enactment of the disability provisions of 
Pub. L 97-455 to improve the overall 
quality of the periodic review process 
and to ease its impact on beneficiaries. 

The changes required by Pub. L. 97- 
455 will improve the periodic review 
process in several respects. First, the 
required hearings at reconsideration, 
which we propose to implement under 
these regulations, will enable the 
beneficiary who disagrees with an 
initial determination that he or she is 
not now disabled or blind to meet face- 
to-face with a decisionmaker much 
sooner after the initial determination 
than the current appeals process 
permits. A second, temporary provision 
of Pub. L 97-455 allows title II 
beneficiaries to continue to receive 
benefit payments pending appeal of the 
initial determination through the ALJ 
hearing level. (This continued benefits 
provision, which applies only to cases in 
which an initial determination is made 
before October 1,1983. and which 


expires after June 1984. has already 
been implemented by interim 
instructions to SSA field offices for 
pending title 11 cases; implementing 
regulations will be published shortly for 
public comment.) Finally, the new law 
eases the requirements of the 1980 
amendments by permitting SSA to limit 
the number of cases reviewed if 
necessary to prevent excessive 
workloads and backlogs in the process. 

The administrative actions taken by 
SSA to imporve the periodic disability 
review process will complement the 
legislative changes required by Pub. L 
97-455. For example, we have „ 
reevaluated and redefined the criteria 
for permanent impariments, which are 
exempt from the three-year periodic 
review, thus reducing the number of 
cases subject to these reviews. We also 
now interview the beneficiary in person 
before the review process begins, to 
ensure that he or she understands the 
process and has an opportunity to 
update the medical evidence in his or 
her case file. In addition, we have 
instituted a number of changes in DOS 
procedures and quality assurance 
standards to enhance the accuracy of 
decisionmaking in periodic review 
cases. 

Disability Termination Hearings 

A. General 

As required by Sections 4 and 5 of 
Pub. L 97-455, the proposed regulations 
provide an opportunity for an 
evidentiary hearing at the 
reconsideration level in title II disability 
termination cases and. as discussed 
below, in comparable SSI cases 
pursuant to the Secretary's broad 
rulemaking authority in the SSI program. 
The new procedure, to be called a 
"disability termination hearing”, will 
only be available for the reconsideration 
of an initial or revised determination 
that, based on medical factors, a 
beneficiary's impairment has ceased, 
did not exist, or is no longer disabling. 

Because it would be limited to 
termination cases, the proposed 
disability termination hearing would not 
be available to review an initial 
determination on any new application 
for benefits. (This includes cases in 
which it is determined that the 
claimiant's disability began and ended 
in a certain period, known as a "closed 
period" of disability.) Other limitations 
with regard to non-disability and non¬ 
medical issues are discussed below. The 
proposed disability termination hearing 
would thus have a more limited scope 
than the AL] hearing at the next level of 
appeal, where all issues and all types of 
claims which are properly presented can 


be considered. In this context, we wish 
to emphasize that, as noted in the 
Committee Report on H.R. 7093, the bill 
which became Pub. L 97-455, the new 
reconsideration procedure "does not 
supplant or affect in any way the 
requirement of existing law for a hearing 
by an Administrative Law Judge." (II. 
Rep. 97-285.97th Cong., 2d Sess. (1982).) 

We anticipate that a number of 
improvements in the decisionmaking 
process with respect to disability and 
blindness termination will result from 
the proposed disability termination 
hearings. Most importantly, the 
beneficiary will have a prompt and 
meaningful opportunity to theet face-to- 
face with a decisionmaker at the 
reconsideration level when appealing an 
initial determination that, based on 
medical factors, he or she is not now 
blind or disabled. Experience has shown 
that this type of procedure is most useful 
in protecting the rights of individuals in 
termination cases and ensuring the 
correctness of findings that individuals 
are not now blind or disabled. 

In addition, the disability termination 
hearing process will encourage the 
beneficiary to submit alt available 
evidence at the reconsideration level. To 
the extent that it does so. the new 
procedure should improve the quality of 
decisionmaking at this level, which in 
turn will enhance the quality and speed 
of adjudication at the subsequent levels 
of the appeals process. 

To illustrate the timeliness of the new- 
process. we anticipate that a disability 
termination hearing can be held and a 
reconsidered determination issued 
within 60 to 75 days of the 
reconsideration request. This is only 
slightly longer than the existing 
reconsideration process in termination 
cases, in which there is no face-to-face 
contact between the individual and a 
decisionmaker. 

B. Proposed Inclusion of SSI Cases 

As noted in the Summary above, the 
proposed regulations would make the 
disability termination hearing available 
not just in title II disability cases as 
specifically required by the new 
statutory provisions, but also in 
comparable SSI cases. We believe that 
the proposed inclusion of SSI cases will 
promote more efficient and effective 
administration of the SSI program 
because it will result in similar 
treatment of title II and SSI beneficiaries 
in the appeals process. 

Existing regulations provide an 
opportunity for appeal in all SSI cases 
before benefits are terminated (See 20 
CFR 416.1415, Reconsideration 
procedures for post-eligibility claims. 
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and 416.1336. paragraph (b). 

Continuation of payment pending an 
appeal.) The pre-termination appeal in 
SSI cases is generally made available at 
the reconsideration level. If the 
r consideration affirms the initial 
determination, benefits are then 
terminated, although the beneficiary still 
has the right to appeal to the ALJ 
hearing level, and then to the Appeals 
Council, and finally to the U.S. courts. A 
special procedure exists, however, for 
SSI pre-termination appeals of medical 
(i.e., blindness and disability) issues 
under existing regulations, in these . 
medical termination cases, because no 
face-to-face appeal is presently 
available at the reconsideration level, 
the beneficiary is not given the 
opportunity for reconsideration but must 
instead proceed directly to the ALJ 
bearing level. Benefit continuation is 
available in this group of cases until the 
issuance of an ALJ hearing decision, 
iConcurrent title II-SSI medical 
termination appeals are also processed 
in this manner, since the medical issues 
arc usually the same on both portions of 
the claim.) 

Unfortunately, long processing times 
at the ALJ hearing level, due to large 
increases in the number of requests for 
AL] hearings, have frustrated the intent 
of the existing regulations to provide 
prompt pre-termination hearings in SSI 
and concurrent title U-SS1 medical 
termination cases. The problem of long 
processing times at the ALJ hearing level 
has caused particular hardship for 
recipients of SSI benefits because the 
benefit payments that are continued 
beyond the cessation date until the 
issuance of an ALJ hearing decision may 
create overpayments which must be 
paid back by the recipient if the 
'^mmation decision is affirmed (unless 
this overpayment is waived under 
Section 1631(b) of the Act. as 
implemented in Subpart E of 20 CFR 
fart 416). 

The procedures which are being 
developed to provide disability 
termination hearings in title II cases 
under Pub. L 97-155 will for the first 
time make it administratively feasible 
fur SSA to provide a pre-termination 
hearing at the reconsideration level in 
SSI and concurrent title II—SSI medical 
cassation cases. Thus, we will no longer 
have to require that SSI and concurrent 
title II-SSI beneficiaries wait for an ALJ 
hearing in order to appeal an Initial 
determination that they are not now 
blind or disabled. We therefore propose 
^visions to 55 404330 and 416.1430, 
Availability of a hearing before an 
administrative law judge, and 
conforming changes to other regulations 


in Parts 404, 416, and 422, to provide an 
opportunity fora disability termination 
hearing at the reconsideration level 
when an SSI or concurrent title II—SSI 
beneficiary appeals an initial or revised 
determination that, based on medical 
factors, he or she is not now disabled 
As a result of this proposed change, SSI 
beneficiaries in disability and blindness 
termination cases will still be permitted 
to continue receiving benefits until they 
have had a face-to-face appeal, but this 
pre-termination appeal will now be 
offered at the reconsideration level 
instead of at the ALJ hearing level, as it 
is in all other SSI termination cases. We 
emphasize that the right to request an 
ALJ hearing will not be affected, but that 
the ALJ hearing will now be the second 
rather than the first, level of appeal in 
SSI and concurrent title U-SSI medical 
termination cases. 

C. The Specific Adverse Determinations 
Subject to the New Reconsideration 
Procedure 

Under Section 4(a) of Pub. L 97-455, 
the beneficiary must have an 
opportunity for an “evidentiary hearing” 
when “the physical or mental 
impairment on the basis of which • • • 
benefits are payable is found to have 
ceased, not to have existed, or to no 
longer be disabling.” In order to receive 
a disability termination hearing, then, 
the individual who requests 
reconsideration must be authorized to 
receive benefits on the basis of 
blindness or disability at the time the 
adverse determination is made. Thus, 
individuals who, having unsuccessfully 
applied for benefits, request 
reconsideration of the initial denial, 
would not be given the opportunity for a 
disability termination hearing in 
connection with the reconsideration of 
their claims. 

As the above statutory language 
suggests, a termination of eligibility for 
disability benefits can be based on one 
of several different determinations (i.e., 
that an impairment has ceased, did not 
exist, or is no longer disabling). These 
determinations, in turn, can result from 
different types of administrative review. 
The three-year periodic review program 
under the 1960 Amendments accounts 
for the majority of disability cases 
presently under review. Other cases are 
scheduled for medical review sooner 
than three years after eligibility is first 
established because of an expected 
short duration of disability. In still other 
cases, an earlier determination is 
“reopened” and ”revised”. usually due 
either to the availability of new 
evidence or the discovery of on error in 
the earlier determination. (See 20 CFR 
Part 404, Subpart J. and Part 410, 


Subpart N. both under the subheading, 
“Reopening and Revising 
Determinations end Decisions,” for the 
pertinent regulatory provisions for the 
latter procedure.) 

As required by Pub. L 97-455, the 
proposed regulations at §5 404.914 and 
416.1414 make a disability termination 
hearing available at the reconsideration 
level in any case in which a disability 
beneficiary’s eligibility based on 
medical factors is determined to have 
terminated. The specific determination 
reviewed in the disability termination 
hearing could be an initial 
determination resulting from a medical 
review, or a re vised initial 
determination, based on medical factors, 
made after the reopening of a prior 
initial determination. In addition, if a 
prior reconsidered determination, based 
on medical factors, were reopened for 
the purpose of being revised, the 
beneficiary would be given an 
opportunity for a disability termination 
hearing before a revised reconsidered 
determination was issued . (See the 
proposed changes at {$ 404.992 and 
410.1492, Notice of revised 
determination or decision, and 
H 404.993 and 416.1493, Effect of 
revised determination or decision, for 
the specific provisions for the reopened 
and revised determinations which will 
be subject to the disability termination 
hearing process.) 

D. Proposed Exclusion of Non-Medical 
and Other Ancillary Issues 

There are several non-medical factors 
which, along with an individual's 
medical condition, can enter into a 
determination regarding continuing 
disability. A finding that an individual is 
engaging in substantial gainful activity 
is the most common example of a non¬ 
medical determination that an 
individual receiving benefits is not now 
disabled. Another example of a non- 
medical disability issue is the question 
of whether a beneficiary is participating 
as required in an approved State 
vocational rehabilitation program or. in 
certain SSI cases, in a drug addiction or 
alcoholism treatment program. We 
propose, however, to limit the scope of 
the disability termination hearings to 
medical issues only, because we believe 
that Congress did not intend any 
changes in the procedures presently 
used to reconsider non-medical 
determinations. 

Under the proposed regulations, the 
disability termination hearing also 
would not address any issues that are 
not related to blindness or disability, 
such as whether the beneficiary has 
received overpayments of benefits or, in 
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SSI cases, how much income or 
resources can be attributed to the 
individual in redetermining his or her 
eligibility and benefit amount Currently, 
if these issues happen to arise in a case 
which is terminated because of a finding 
that an individual is not now blind or 
disabled, they ore subject to 
reconsideration by a component of SSA 
other than the DDS that mokes and 
reconsiders the blindness or disability 
determination. The individual need not 
wait for these ancillary issues to \xP 
resolved before appealing the disability 
or blindness determination to the AL) 
hearing level: instead, the blindness of 
disability appeal proceeds 
independently. Similarly, if. after a 
disability termination hearing, a 
reconsidered determination affirms the 
initial determination that an individual 
is not now blind or disabled, that 
reconsidered determination would be 
immediately appealable to the ALJ 
hearing level under the proposed 
regulations. 

We emphasize that it would be 
unusual, as a practical matter, for cases 
that are reviewed and in which benefits 
are terminated on the basis of medical 
factors of eligibility to simultaneously 
raise issues of a non-medical nature. To 
the extent that non-medical issues do 
arise in the disability and blindness 
termination cases subject to the new 
reconsideration procedure, it will most 
likely be in SSI cases in which a 
determination on the basis of income 
and resources is also being contested by 
the individual. In these cases, if a 
favorable reconsidered determination 
were made in the disability termination 
hearing process with respect to the 
blindness or disability issue, we would 
continue the administrative procedure 
presently used at the ALJ hearing level 
of advising the individual that the 
question of whether he or she is still 
eligible for benefits now depends on the 
outcome of his or her appeal on the 
question of income and resources. 
Alternatively, if the determination that 
the individual is not now blind or 
disabled is affirmed, the question of 
income and resources will not receive 
further consideration unless the 
blindness or disability determination is 
later changed, either on appeal or as a 
result of being reopened and revised. 

E. Proposed Use of Federal Employees 
as Disability Hearing Officers 

The recent statutory amendments 
specifically provide that the 
reconsideration hearings in tide II 
disability termination cases can be 
conducted either by federal employees 
or by personnel in the State agencies 
other than those who make the initial 


determinations being appealed. It is the 
Secretary’s responsibility under the 
statute to designate whether State or 
federal disability hearing officers will be 
used. 

The proposed regulations would have 
the DDSs play a significant rule in the 
disability termination hearing process in 
developing medical evidence, organizing 
and summarizing the evidence in the 
case file, arranging for consultative 
medical examinations and issuing 
favorable reconsidered determinations 
on the basis of the evidence in the case 
file in appropriate cases. (Each of these 
functions would be performed by DDS 
personnel who did not participate in the 
initial determination under review.) 
However, we propose that the disability 
hearing officers who conduct the 
disability termination hearings in both 
title 11 and SSI cases will be federal SSA 
employees based in locally accessible 
disability hearing units administered by 
a proposed new Office of Disability 
Hearings within SSA. (The DDS role in 
case preparation in the disability 
termination hearing process is explained 
in paragraph (c) of the proposed new 
S$ 404.916 and 416.1416, Disability 
termination hearing—Procedures, while 
the use of federal disability hearing 
officers is provided in the proposed new 
S§ 404.915 and 416.1415. Disability 
termination hearing—Appointment of a 
disability hearing officer. Both of these 
provisions are diseqased below in 
Section F, Procedures .) 

We believe that using federal 
employees as disability hearing officers 
is the best means both to provide 
nationwide uniformity in the disability 
termination hearing process and to 
minimize disruption of existing 
reconsideration procedures in the DDSs. 
Many of the DDSs are centrally located 
in their respective States and therefore 
would have to make special 
arrangements in order to meet a 
requirement in Section 4 of Pub. L 97- 
455 that these hearings be “reasonably 
accessible*' to the parties. It would also 
place additional strain on State agency 
resources to require that they develop a 
new hearing function for a relatively 
small portion of their caseload. The 
proposed regulations would avoid these 
burdens on the DDSs while assuring a 
continuing role in the reconsideration 
process in disability termination cases. 

F. Procedures 

We propose a general provision in the 
reconsideration regulations to explain 
that we will provide an opportunity for a 
disability termination hearing as part of 
the reconsideration process in disability 
and blindness termination cases. This 
general provision is set forth in a 


proposed new S 404 913, 

Reconsideration procedures (for title II 
cases) and in a proposed new paragraph 
(d) in existing S 416.1413. 
Reconsideration procedures (for SSI 
cases). At this and at other places in the 
proposed regulations, we use the term 
"opportunity for a disability termination 
hearing" (emphasis added), to 
emphasize that although we would 
automatically schedule such a hearing m 
response to a reconsideration request in 
a disability termination case (unless the 
hearing was specifically waived), the 
parties would have an obligation to 
exercise their right to this hearing by 
attending or making a timely request for 
postponement, as discussed below. 

The proposed regulatory provisions 
for the disability termination hearing 
would be part of the reconsideration 
regulations and are designated as new 
SS 404.914 through 404.918 and 
SS 410.1414 through 416.1418- (Several 
regulation sections presently in those 
two numerical series would be 
redesignated to accommodate the new 
sections.) Identical provisions are 
proposed for title U cases (the Part 404 
series) and for SSI cases (the Part 410 
series), except that the SSI regulations 
refer to blindness as well as disability 

The two series of proposed disability 
termination hearing regulations begin 
with 5 § 404.914 and 416.1414, Disability 
termination hearing—General. 
Paragraph (a) of these sections, 
Availability , provides that a disability 
termination hearing will be available at 
the reconsideration level after we make 
an initial or revised determination that 
an individual receiving benefits is not 
now blind or disabled due to medical 
reasons. Paragraph(b), Scope, explains 
that the disability termination hearing 
will be available only to reconsider this 
medical determination, and that other 
issues will be reviewable through 
regular reconsideration procedures 
under SS 404.913 and 416.1413. 
Paragraph (c). Time and place, provides 
that the Director of the Office of 
Disability Hearings or his or her 
delegate will set the time and place of 
the disability termination hearing and 
that at least 10 days’ advance notice of 
the time and place will be given. This 
paragraph also explains that individuals 
may be expected to travel to their 
disability termination hearings, and that 
costs of travel to a hearing location 
more than 75 miles from the individual s 
home are reimbursable. As required by 
Section 4 of Pub. L 97-455. the proposed 
disability termination hearings will be 
available at “reasonably accessible” 
sites, which we interpret to mean 
generally within 75 miles of the 
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individual*! home, the standard 
presently used for ALI hearing locations. 

Under the proposed 55 404.915 and 
416.1415, Disability termination 
hearing—Appointment of a disability 
hearing officer, the disability hearing 
officer who conducts the disability 
ti nnination hearing will be an SSA 
employee appointed by the Director of 
the proposed new Office of Disability 
Hearings or his or her delegate and will 
thus not be affiliated with the DDS or 
other SSA component that made the 
initial determination under review. This 
would not preclude involvement by the 
DDS in developing evidence in the case 
file and issuing favorable reconsidered 
determinations without a hearing in 
Appropriate cases, as discussed below. 

The proposed SS 404.910 and 410.1416, 
Disability termination hearing— 
Procedures, sets forth the procedures to 
be fallowed in the disability termination 
hearing process. Paragraph (a), Genera!. 
describes when and for what purpose 
the disability termination hearing is 
available. Paragraph (b). Notice. 
provides for 10 days* advance notice of 
the time and place of the disability 
termination hearing. It also provides for 
notification of the right to be 
represented to review the evidence and 
to present additional evidence, to bring 
Gnd to question witnesses at the 
hearing. Each of these rights is specified 
in Section 5 of Pub. L 97-^455. We have 
not included the right to request 
subpoena of evidence or testimony in 
the disability termination hearing 
process, since subpoenas are not 
generally available at the 
reconsideration level and, based on our 
*'xp<2rience, are not necessary for 
complete documentation of cases. 

Paragraph (b)94) of 85 404.910 and 
416,1410 would permit the parties to 
waive the right to appear at the 
disability termination hearing, in which 
case the disability hearing officer would 
»ssue a reconsidered determination 
based on the evidence in the case file. 
Under this provision, the disability 
nearing officer would also issue a 
reconsidered determination based on 
the evidence in the case file if a party 
failed to appear at the disability 
termination hearing without notifying us 
* n a dvance that he or she would not 
attend. We believe that issuing a 
reconsidered determination on the basis 
of the evidence in the case file would be 
Jj? e 171081 expeditious method for 
deposing of cases at this level when the 
[ JoI1,es fall to appear for a scheduled 
nearing. 

The provisions enabling the DDS or 
other SSA component that made the 
'nitial determination to review and 
evelop evidence in the case file as part 


of the disability termination hearing 
process are contained in paragraph (c) 
of proposed 88 464.910 and 410.1410. 
Although in most cases these functions 
would be completed before the hearing 
itself, paragraph (c) would permit cases 
to be referred back to the originating 
component for additional preparation at 
any time before the reconsidered 
determination is issued. 

Paragraph (d) of the proposed 
85 404.910 and 416.1416 would allow us 
to issue a fully favorable reconsidered 
determination without holding a 
disability termination hearing in 
appropriate cases. This coula be done at 
any time prior to the hearing by the 
component that prepares the case for 
the hearing under paragraph (c) or by 
the disability hearing officer. When a 
determination is favorably considered in 
this maner, the beneficiary would be 
notified that, because of tnis favorable 
outcome, a disability termination 
hearing will not be held. 

Paragraph (e) of the proposed 
58 404.910 and 410.1410 sets forth 
procedures for postponement of a 
disability termination hearing. We 
believe that postponement should be 
granted only for the most compelling 
reasons and only when requested well 
in advance of the scheduled hearing. 
Congress, as noted above, has required 
that these hearings be **reasonably 
accessible" to beneficiaries. To comply 
with this requirement, a significant 
number of disability termination 
hearings will have to be scheduled at 
hearing sites away from the offices 
where the disability hearing officers will 
be based. As a consequence, it will be 
necessary to employ a computerized 
scheduling system and to carefully plan 
hearing officer travel itineraries. Even in 
offices without a substantial number of 
travel cases, postponements will cause 
disruptions of the scheduling process 
and thus will adversely affect our ability 
to provide a prompt disability 
termination hearing in every case. 
Therefore, we proposed that* under 
paragraph (e). the beneficiary must 
request postponement at least 10 days 
before his or her scheduled hearing, 
unless the reason for the request is some 
circumstance which made it impossible 
to request postponement sooner (eg., 
the beneficairy does not receive 
notification of the time and place of the 
hearing until 10 days before the 
hearing), or the reason for requesting a 
postponement is some circumstance that 
does not arise until less than 10 days 
before the hearing. A postponement 
would be granted only if there are 
circumstances beyond the individual's 
control which make it impossible for 
him or her (or for his or her 


representative) to attend the scheduled 
hearing. When a disability termination 
hearing is postponed, the case would not 
necessarily be reassigned to the same 
disability hearing officer. 

The proposed paragraph (f). 
Opportunity to submit additional 
evidence after the hearing, in 55 404.916 
and 416.1416. would enable the 
disability hearing officer to keep the 
case file open for up to 15 days after the 
end of the hearing at the beneficiaries' 
request for receipt of additional 
evidence which the disability hearing 
officer determines to have a direct 
bearing on the outcome of the hearing. 
Under paragraph (f)(2), the case file 
would be held open only when evidence 
necessary for reaching a reconsidered 
determination could not have been 
obtained prior to the hearing. 

We emphasize that evidence which 
the disability hearing officer does not 
consider in making a reconsidered 
determination because the evidence is 
not submitted in accordance with 
paragraph (f) could still be introduced 
later at the ALJ hearing level. 
Nevertheless, we believe it is important 
to require timely submittal of evidence 
in the disability termination hearing 
process, in the manner set forth in 
paragraph (f) of the proposed 
regulations, to encourage beneficiaries 
to do so and thus avoid unnecessary 
delay in the process. In addition, when a 
reconsideration request is made, we will 
remind the beneficiary of his or her 
responsibility to submit evidence in a 
timely manner, or at least to make us 
aware of possible sources of evidence 
early in the process so that we can 
obtain the evidence. We believe that 
these provisions are necessary to carry 
out a requirement in Section (5) of Pub. 

L 97-455 that the procedures used in the 
new process emphasize "the importance 
of submitting all evidence" at this level 
of appeal. 

Proposed 55 404.917 and 410.1417, 
Disability termination hearing— 
Disability hearing officer's reconsidered 
determination, contain three provisions. 
Paragraph (a) of these sections, General 
provides that the disability hearing 
officer will have the authority to issue a 
binding reconsidered determination in 
all cases except those that are selected 
for review prior to issuance under the 
proposed 55 404.918 and 410.1418. 
discussed below. Under paragraph (a), 
and disability hearing officer's 
reconsidered determination must be 
based on the evidence in the case file, 
including evidence and testimony 
presented at the disability termination 
hearing. 








36836 


Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 158 / Monday, August 15. 1983 / Proposed Rules 


Paragaph (b). Notice , in the proposed 
55 404.917 and 418.1417, provides that 
the beneficiary will be notified of the 
reconsidered determination within 60 
days of the date of the disability 
termination hearing, or the date of the 
closing of the case file, if later. We 
propose this time limitation as an 
assurance to beneficiaries that this stage 
of the appeals process will be completed 
promptly, as we believe Congress 
intended. However, in those cases in 
which additional development after the 
hearing is necessary, the 60-day time 
period for issuing a reconsidered 
determination would begin to run after 
the development was completed and the 
case file closed for purposes of 
reconsideration, to ensure that the time 
limit does not have the effect of 
discouraging full case file development. 
This will be especially important when 
the beneficiary makes new allegations 
or introduces new items of evidence at 
the hearing itself which require further 
development before a reconsidered 
determination can be made. 

Paragraph (c) Effect in the proposed 
5 5 404.917 and 416.1417, explains that 
the reconsidered determination issued 
either by the disability hearing officer 
under paragraph (a) or by the Director of 
the Office of Disability Hearings or his 
or her delegate under 55 404.91B or 
416.1418 is binding as provided by 
existing reconsideration regulations, the 
redesignated 5 5 404.921 and 41621. 

Effect of a reconsidered determination. 
(The latter sections provide that a 
reconsidered determination is binding 
unless it is appealed within 60 days 
after notice of the reconsidered 
determination is received, or unless it is 
later revised.) 

The last of the proposed new sections, 
5 5 404.918 and 416.1418, Disability 
termination hearing—Review of the 
disability hearing officer's reconsidered 
determination before it is issued, give 
the Director of the Office of Disability 
Hearings or his or her delegate the 
authority to review and if necessary 
correct the reconsidered determination 
prepared by the disability hearing 
officer. This authority would permit a 
quality assurance review of a sample of 
hearing officer determinations prior to 
issuance, similar to that now conflicted 
with respect to DDS reconsidered 
determinations. 

Paragraph (a) General in the 
proposed §5 404.916 and 416.1418. 
explains that this review authority will 
be used to assure that the disability 
hearing officer’s reconsidered 
determination is correct. If no deficiency 
is found, the reconsidered determination 
prepared by the disability hearing 


officer would simply be dated and 
issued. If a deficiency requiring 
correction is found as a result of the 
review, under paragraph (a) the Director 
of the Office of Disability Hearings or 
his or her delegate could send the case 
back for appropriate further action. If. 
for example, an important aspect of the 
case was not developed adequately, the 
case could be returned by the Director 
to the DDS for further development. If 
new evidence were then developed, or if 
the case were returned by the Director 
to a disability hearing officer to consider 
some evidence not considered in the 
original hearing officer's reconsidered 
determination, the beneficiary would of 
course be given the opportunity to 
review, comment on, and present further 
evidence and arguments with respect to 
the additional evidence. Paragraph (a) 
also gives the Director or his or her 
delegate the authority to correct errors 
in the reconsidered determinations 
prepared by disability hearing officers. 
This authority could be used in those 
cases in which the hearing officer makes 
a mistake in applying the law and 
regulations which can be corrected 
without sending the case back for 
further action, even if, as a result of the 
correction, the Director's conclusion 
regarding the ultimate issue of disability 
is different from the disability hearing 
officer’s conclusion. * 

Paragraph (b). Reasons for changing 
the disability hearing officer's 
reconsidered determination, in the 
proposed 55 404.918 and 416.1418, 
explains the standard that will be used 
to determine whether the disability 
hearing officer's reconsidered 
determination will be sent back or 
corrected. Under this standard, the 
disability hearing officer's reconsidered 
determination would not be subject to 
change unless there was an abuse of 
discretion by the disability hearing 
officer, or unless the reconsidered 
determination prepared by the disability 
hearing officer contained an error of law 
or was not supported by substantial 
evidence. Thus, this authority could not 
be used to change a finding of the 
disability hearing officer writh respect to 
any issue for which there is substantial 
evidence in the case file. 

We emphasize that under paragraph 
(a) of the proposed 55 404.918 and 
416.1418, both favorable and 
unfavorable reconsidered 
determinations prepared by disability 
hearing officers would be subject to 
review, since errors could occur in either 
situation, and that the review would 
generally include only a relatively small 
number of cases. If the Director or his or 
her delegate were to issue a 


reconsidered determination which 
corrected a definiency found in the 
reconsidered determination prepared by 
the disability hearing officer, an 
explanation of the changes and a copy 
of the hearing officer’s determination 
would be provided to the beneficiary. 

We believe that these provisions, 
permitting pre-issuance review and. as 
necessary, correction of the 
reconsidered determinations prepared 
by disability hearing officers, are 
necessary to assure consistent 
decisional quality in the new hearing 
process. We expect that in most cases 
this review could be completed in 
substantially less than 60 days after the 
date of the disability hearing (or the 
closing of the case file), as required by 
the proposed new 5 404.917(b) and 
416.1417(b), so that the review would not 
result in undue delay. 

Other Proposed Changes 

The regulations in Subpart P of Part 
404 and in Subpart I of Part 416, both 
entitled "Determining Disability and 
Blindness." would not be affected by the 
proposed new reconsideration 
procure, with one exception. The 
existing regulations in both Subparts 
include a section on the responsibility 
for assessing and determining a 
disability claimant’s residual functional 
capacity (5 5 404.1546 and 418.948). 
Because die assessment of residual 
functional capacity is part of the 
decisionmaking process, these 
assessments would be the responsibility 
of the disability hearing officer in the 
disability termination hearing process 
We therefore propose to revise 
5 5 404.1546 and 416.946 accordingly 

We also propose to change a number 
of the titles in the regulation sections 
governing ALJ hearings (55 404.929 
through 404.961 and 5 f 418.1429 through 
416.1461). The proposed new titles 
would use the expression, "hearing 
before an administrative law judge* 
(emphasis added), to distlhguish 
between these hearings and the 
proposed disability termination hearings 
at the reconsideration level. 

Finally, we propose several technicu) 
conforming revisions in 20 CFR Part 422 
Organization and Procedures. 
Specifically, we propose to revise 
5 422.14a Reconsideration of initial 
determination, and 5 422.203, Hearings, 
to reflect the proposed new disability 
termination hearing procedure at the 
reconsideration level. 

Authority 

The proposed revisions with respect 
to title II disability cases are required by 
Section 4 of Pub. L 97-455, which 
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amends Section 205(b) of the Social 
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 405(b), and by 
Section 5 of Pub. L. 97-455. These 
revisions are also within the Secretary’s 
rulemaking authority under Sections 
205(a) and 1102 of the Social Security 
Act. as amended (42 U.S.C. 405(a) and 
1302). The proposed revisions with 
respect to title XVI (SSI) cases would be 
made under the Secretary’s broad 
authority to promulgate rules and 
regulations necessary for administering 
the SSI program, under Sections 1102 
and 1631 of the Social Security Act. as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 1302Tand 1383). 

Proposed Effective Dates 

Section 4 of Pub. L 97-455 requires 
that face-to-face evidentiary hearings at 
the reconsideration level in disability 
termination cases be made available 
’ on or after such date as the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services may 
specify, but in any event not later than 
January 1.1984." Given the apparent 
congressional interest in implementing 
this new reconsideration procedure as 
soon as possible, we propose that the 
regulations will be effective upon 
publication of a final rule following 
public comment on this notice of 
proposed rulemaking. However, we note 
that it may be necessary for 
administrative reasons to introduce the 
new procedure In some locations before 
others, or in certain types of cases 
before others, during the period between 
publication of the final rule and January 
L 1984. in order to carry out the desire 
of Congress for early implementation. 

The proposed phased implementation 
will enable us to concentrate 
administrative resources as necessary in 
introducing the new procedure, which, 
as we have noted, involves a significant 
change from the current reconsideration 
process in disability termination cases. 
Thus, for example, circumstances might 
require that we initially offer the new 
procedure In areas of greater population 
density where travel to remote hearing 
sites will be less of a factor, and later 
expand it to areas where greater 
attention to the problems of scheduling 
and travel with respect to such remote 
sites is required. Alternatively, limited 
availability of office space or trained 
Personnel might require that we initally 
make the disability termination hearing 
available only In the title II cases 
specifically covered by Pub. L 97-455. 
which presently have no face-to-face 
appeal at the first level of review, and 
ldter introduce the new procedure in SSI 
mi concurrent title II—SSI cases, which 
presently have sn ALJ hearing available 
at the first level of review. We believe 
m.it it would be both in the public 
interest and consistent with 


congressional intent to gradually 
introduce the new procedure if 
circumstances warrant, rather than to 
not make it available at all until full, 
nationwide implementation could be 
carried out. 

We will, of course, make the disability 
termination hearing procedure available 
uniformly in all cases covered by the 
new regulations as soon as possible 
after the publication of a final rule, and 
in no case later than January 1.1984. as 
required by Pub. L 97-455. During the 
brief period in which the changes are 
being phased in, we will notify 
individuals as to which procedure is to 
be used to reconsider their claims. Both 
sets of regulations (i.e.. the new 
regulations resulting from this notice of 
proposed rulemaking, which will have 
been published as a final rule in the 
Federal Rogister. and the regulations 
currently codified in the Code of Federal 
Regulations which describe the existing 
reconsideration process) will be readily 
available for the public to refer to, 
depending on which procedure is used 
in a particular case. Any phased 
implementation of the new requirements 
would of course be based on an 
administrative plan which would 
include specific target sates for 
completing critical stages of the 
implementation process. As the date of 
initial implementation draws near and 
the factors that must be addressed by 
this plan are better defined, we expect 
to be able to provide a description of the 
implementation plan in the preamble to 
the final regulations. 

Regulatory Procedures 

Executive Order 12291 

No significant Increase in program 
costs is anticipated as a result of the 
disability termination hearing 
procedure. In fact, it is expected that as 
a result of the authorizing legislation 
and these implementing regulations, 
there will be some minimal 
administrative savings since the 
disability termination hearing procedure 
will allow resolution of more appeals at 
the less costly reconsideration level 
rather than at the ALJ hearing level and 
beyond. Therefore, the Secretary has 
determined that this rule is not a "major 
rule" under Executive Order 12291, and 
a regulatory impact analysis not 
required. 

Paperwork Reducton Act 

These regulations impose no 
reporting/recordkeeping requirements 
requiring OMB clearance. 


Regulatory Flexibility Act 

We certify that these regulations will 
not if promulgated, have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities because (he 
rules will affect only individuals. 
Therefore, a regulatory flexibility 
analysis as provided in Public Law 98- 
354, the Regulatory Flexibility Act, is not 
required. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 13.802. Social Security- 
Disability Insurance; and 13.807. 
Supplemental Security Income) 

List of Subjects 

20 CFR Part 404 

Administrative practice and 
procedure. Death benefits, Disabled. 
Old-Age. survivors and disability 
insurance. 

Administrative practice and 
procedure. Aged. Blind, Disabled, Public 
assistance programs, Supplemental 
Security Income (SSI). 

20 CFR Part 422 

Administrative practice and 
procedure, Freedom of information. 
Organization and functions 
(Government agencies). Social Security. 

Dated: May 12,1963. 

John A. Svahn. 

Acting Commissioner of Social Security. 

Approved: July 12.1083. 

Margaret M. Heckler. 

Secretary of Health and Human Services. 

For the reasons discussed above, we 
propose to amend 20 CFR Parts 404. 418 
and 422 as follows: 

PART 404—FEDERAL OLD-AGE, 
SURVIVORS AND DISABILITY 
INSURANCE (1950- ) 

1. In Part 404, Subpart J. the Table of 
Contents is amended by revising the 
entries under the headings 
"Reconsideration". "Hearings". 

"Hearing Procedures", and by revising 
the center headings "Hearings’* and 
"Hearing Procedures" to read as 
follows: 

Subpart J—Determinations, Administrative 
Review Process, and Reopening of 
Determinations and Decisions 

Sec. 


Reconsideration 

404.907 Reconsideration—general. 

404.908 Partiea to s reconsideration. 

404.909 How to request reconsideration. 
404.911 Good cause for missing the deadline 

to request review. 

404.913 Reconsideration procedures. 
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Sec- 

404.914 Disability termination hearing— 
General. 

404.015 Disability termination hearing— 
Appointment of a disability hearing 
officer. 

404.010 Disability termination hearing— 
Procedures. 

404.017 Disability termination hearing— 
Disability hearing officer’s reconsidered 
determination. 

404.918 Disability termination hearing— 
Review of the disability hearing officer’s 
reconsidered determination before it is 
Issued. 

404.919 Notice of another person's request 
for reconsideration. 

404.920 Reconsidered determination. 

404.921 Effect of a reconsidered 
determination. 

404.922 Notice of a reconsidered 
determination. 


Hearing before an Administrative Law Judge 

404.929 Hearing before an administrative 
law judge—general. 

404.930 Availability of a hearing before an 
administrative law judge- 

404.932 Parties to a hearing before an 
administrative law judge. 

404.933 How to request a hearing before an 
administrative law judge. 

404.935 Submitting evidence prior to a 
hearing before an administrative law 
judge. 

404 930 Time and place for a hearing before 
an administrative law judge. 

404-938 Notice of a hearing before an 
administrative law judge- 

404.939 Objections to the issues. 

404.940 Disqualification of the 
administrative law judge. 

404-941 Prehearing case review. 

Administrative Law Judge Hearing 

Procedures 

404.944 Administrative law judge hearing 
procedures—general. 

404.946 Issues before an administrative la 4v 
judge. 

404.948 Deciding a case without an oral 
hearing before an administrative law 
judge. 

404.949 Presenting written statement and 
oral arguments. 

404.950 Presenting evidence at a hearing 
before an administrative law judge. 

404.951 When a record of a hearing before 
an administrative law judge Is made. 

404.952 Consolidated hearings before an 
administrative law judge. 

404.953 The decision of an administrative 
law judge. 

404.955 The effect of an administrative law 
judge's decision. 

4044)50 Remov al of hearing request from an 
administrative law judge to the Appeals 
Council. 

404.957 Dismissal of a request for a hearing 
before an administrative law judge. 

404.958 Notice of dismissal of a request for 
a hearing before an administrative law 
judge. 

404.959 Effect of dismissal of a request for a 
hearing before en administrative law 
judge. 


Sec 

404.960 Vacating a dismissal of a request for 
a hearing before an administrative law 
judge. 

404-961 Prehearing and posthearing 
conferences. 

• • • • • 

2. In Part 404. Subpart J. § 404.900. 
paragraph (a), subparagraphs (2) and (3) 
are revised to read as follows: 

Siibpart J—Determinations, 
Administrative Review Process, snd 
Reopening of Determinations and 
Decisions 

Introduction, Definitions, and Initial 
Determinations 

§ 404.900 Introduction. 

(«)*•• 

(2) Reconsideration. If you arc 
dissatisfied with an initial 
determination, you may ask us to 
reconsider it 

(3) Hearing before an administrative 
law judge. If you are dissatisfied with 
the reconsideration determination, you 
may request a hearing before an 
administrative law judge. 

• • • • • 

3. In port 404. Subpart). 5 404.904 is 
revised to read as follows: 

i 404.904 Notice of the initial 
determination. 

We shall mail a written notice of the 
initial determination to you at your last 
known address. The reasons for the 
initial determination and the effect of 
the initial determination will be stated 
in the notice. The notice also informs 
you of the right to a reconsideration. We 
will not mail a notice if the beneficiary's 
entitlement to benefits has ended 
because of his or her death. 

4. In Part 404. Subpart J. 5 404.905 is 
revised to read as follows: 

4 404.905 Effect of an initial 
determination. 

An initial determination is binding 
unless you request a reconsideration 
within the stated time period, or we 
revise the initial determination. 

5. In part 404, Subpart J, S 404.907 is 
revised to read as follows: 

Reconsideration 

5 404.907 Reconaldoratlon—general. 

Reconsideration is the first step in the 
administrative review process that we 
provide if you are dissatisfied with the 
initial determination. If you are 
dissatisfied with our reconsidered 
determination, you may request a 
hearing before an administrative law 
judge. 

0. In Part 404, Subpart J, a new 
5 404.13 is added to read as follows: 


5 404.913. Reconsideration procedures 

(a) Case review. With the exception of 
the type of case described in paragraph 

(b) of this section, the reconsideration 
process consists of a case review. Under 
a case review procedure, we will give 
you and the other parties to the 
reconsideration an opportunity to 
review the evidence in our files and to 
present additional evidence to us. The 
official who reviews your case will then 
make a reconsidered determination 
based on all of this evidence. 

(b) Disability termination bearing. If 
you have been receiving benefits based 
on disability and you request 
reconsideration of an initial or revised 
determination that, based on medical 
factors, you are not now disabled, we 
will give you and the other parties to the 
reconsideration an opportunity for a 
disability termination hearing. (See 

55 404.914 through 40-1.918.) 

7. In part 404, Subpart J, a new 

5 404.914 is added to read as follows: 

5 404.914. Disability termination hearfng- 
GeneraL 

(a) Availability. Wo will provide you 
with an opportunity for a disability 
termination hearing if: 

(1) You have been receiving benefits 
based on a medical impairment that 
renders you disabled: 

(2) We have made an initial or revised 
determination based on medical factors 
that you are now disabled because your 
impairment: 

(i) Has ceased; 

(ii) Did not exist; or 

(iii) Is no longer disabling: and 

(3) You request reconsideration of the 
initial or revised initial determination. 

(b) \ Scope. The disability termination 
hearing will address only the initial or 
revised determination, based on medical 
factors, that you are not now disabled. 
Any other Issues which arise in 
connection with your request for 
reconsideration will be reviewed in 
accordance with the reconsideration 
procedures described in 5 404.913(a). 

(c) Time and place. The Director of 
the Office of Disability Hearings or his 
or her delegate will set the time and 
place of your disability termination 
hearing. You will be notified of the time 
and place at least 10 days before the 
hearing. You may be expected to travel 
to your disability termination hearing 
At your request, we will reimburse you 
for your travel expenses if you travel to 
a hearing location more than 75 miles 
from your home. 

8. In part 404, Subpart J. a new 

5 404-915 is added to read as follows: 
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1404 915. Disability termination hearing— 
Appointment of a disability heaving officer. 

Your disability termination hearing 
will be conducted by a disability 
hearing officer appointed by the Director 
of the Office of Disability Hearings or 
his or her delegate. 

9. In Part 404. Subpart). a new 
5 404.918 is added to reed as follows: 

§ 404.916. Disability termination hearing— 

Procedure* 

(a) General . The disability termination 
hearing will enable you to introduce 
evidence and present your views to a 
disability hearing officer if you are 
dissatisfied with an initial or revised 
initial determination, based on medical 
factors, that you are not now disabled 
us described in S 404.914(a)(2). 

(b) Notice . We will notify you at least 
10 days before your disability 
termination hearing of the time and 
place of the heuring and of your rights to 
the fallowing: 

(1) You may have a representative at 
the hearing appointed under Subpart R 
of this Part, or you may represent 

yourself; 

(2) You may review the evidence 
present additional evidence; 

(3) You may present witnesses and 
question any witnesses at the hearing; 

(4) You may waive your right to 
appear at the hearing. If you do not 
appear at the hearing, the disability 
hearing officer will prepare a 
reconsidered determination based on 
the information in your case file. 

(c) Case Preparation . After you 
request reconsideration, your case file 
will be reviewed in the component of 
our office (including a State agency) that 
made the initial or revised 
determination, by personnel who were 
not involved In making the initial or 
revised determination. Any new 
evidence you submit in connection with 
your request for reconsideration will be 
included in this review. If necessary, 
further development of the evidence, 
including arrangements for medical 
examinations, will be undertaken by 
this component. After the case file is 
prepared for the hearing, it will be 
forwarded by this component to the 
disability hearing officer for a hearing. If 
necessary, the case file may be sent 
back to this component at any time prior 
to the issuance of the reconsidered 

Gt 'termination for additional 
development Under paragraph (d) of 
this section, this component has the 
authority to issue a favorable 
^considered determination at any time 
*n its development process. 

( d ) Favorable reconsideration 
'^termination without a hearing. If all 
the evidence in your case file supports a 


finding that you are now disabled, either 
the component that prepares your case 
for hearing under paragraph (c) or the 
disability hearing officer will issue a 
favorable reconsideration 
determination, even if a disability 
termination hearing has not yet been 
held. 

(e) Postponement of your disability 
termination hearing . If there are 
circumstances beyond your control 
which make it impossible for you or 
your representative to attend your 
scheduled disability termination 
hearing, your hearing may be postponed, 
or we may postpone it in our own 
initiative. If your hearing is postponed, 
your case will not necessarily be 
reassigned to the same disability 
hearing officer. You must make a 
request for postponement either in 
writing or by telephone no later than 10 
days before the hearing, unless: 

(1) The reason for your request is 
some circumstance which did not occur 
until less than 10 days before the 
hearing; or 

(2) There is some circumstance which 
made it impossible for you to make a 
request sooner than 10 days before the 
hearing. 

(f) Opportunity to submit additional 
evidence after the hearing. At your 
request the disability hearing officer # 
may allow up to 15 days after your 
disability termination hearing for receipt 
of evidence which is not available at the 
hearing; if: 

(1) The disability hearing officer 
determines that the evidence has a 
direct bearing on the outcome of the 
hearing; and 

(2) The evidence could not have been 
obtained earlier. 

5 404.917 (Redesignated as § 404.9191 

10. In Part 404. Subpart), redesignate 
existing { 404.917 new { 404.919 and add 
a new § 404.917 to read as follows: 

$ 404.917 Disability termination hearing— 
Disability hearing officer's reconsidered 
determination 

(a) General. The disability hearing 
officer who conducts your disability 
termination hearing will prepare and, 
unless it is reviewed under $ 404.918. 
will also issue a written reconsidered 
determination that gives the findings of 
fact and the reasons for the 
reconsidered determination. The 
reconsidered determination must be 
based on evidence offered at the 
disability termination hearing or 
otherwise included in the case file. 

(b) Notice. We will mail you and the 
other parlies a notice of reconsidered 
determination in accordance with 

S 404.922 within 60 days after the date of 


disability termination hearing (or the 
dale of the closing of the case file, if 
later). 

(c) Effect . The disability hearing 
officer’s reconsidered determination, or. 
if it is changed under 5 404.918. the 
reconsidered determination that is 
issued by the Director of the Office of 
Disability Hearings or his or her 
delegate, is binding in accordance with 
$ 404.921. subject to the exceptions 
specified in that section. 

§ 404.916 (Redesignated as § 404.9201 

11. In Part 404. Subpart J, redesignate 
existing $ 404.918 as S 404.920 and add a 
new $ 404.918 to read as follows: 

§ 404.919 Disability termination hearing— 
Review of the disability hearing officer's 
reconsidered determination before it It 
Issued. 

(a) General. After the disability 
hearing officer’s reconsidered 
determination is prepared but before it 
is issued, it may be reviewed by the 
Director of the Office of Disability 
Hearings or his or her delegate to assure 
its correctness. If the review indicates 
that the reconsidered determination 
prepared by the disability hearing 
officer is correct, it will be dated and 
issued immediately upon completion of 
the review. If the reconsidered 
determination prepared by the disability 
hearing officer is not correct for any of 
the reasons set forth in paragraph (b), 
the Director or his or her delegate will 
send the case back for further action, as 
appropriate, or will issue a reconsidered 
determination which corrects the 
deficiency. If a reconsidered 
determination is issued by the Director 
or his or her delegate, you will be 
provided an explanation of the 
corrections that have been made and a 
copy of the reconsidered determination 
originally prepared by the disability 
hearing officer. 

(b) Reasons for changing the 
disability hearing officer's reconsidered 
determination. The Director of the 
Office of Disability Hearings or his or 
her delegate will change the disability 
hearing officer’s reconsidered 
determination if: 

(1) There is an abuse of discretion by 
the disability hearing officer. 

(2) There is an error of law; or 

(3) The action, findings or conclusion 
of the disability hearing officer are not 
supported by substantial evidence. 

12. In Part 404. Subpart |. $ 404.920 is 
redesignated as a new ( 404.921. and is 
revised to read as follows: 
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5 404.921 Effect of a reconsidered 
determination. 

The reconsidered determination is 
binding unless— 

(a) You or any other party to the 
reconsideration requests a hearing 
before an administrative law judge 
within the stated time period and a 
decision is made; 

(b) The expedited appeals process is 
used; or 

(c) The reconsidered determination is 
revised. 

$ 404.921 [Redesignated as $ 404.922] 

13. In Part 404. Subpart J. { 404.921 is 
redesignated as a new $ 404 922. 

14. In Part 404, Subpart f. the center 
heading, Hearings, and the title of 

S 404.929 are revised to read as follows: 

Hearing Before an Administrative Law 
Judge 

4 404.929 Hearing before an 
administrative law judge—general. 

• • • 0 • 

15. In Part 404. Subpart J. { 404.930, 
the title of the section and paragraph (a) 
are revised to read as follows: 

{ 404.930 Availability of a hearing before 
an administrative law Judge. 

(a) You may request a hearing before 
an administrative law judge if we have 
made— 

(1) A reconsidered determination; 

(2) A revised determination of an 
initial determination, unless the revised 
determination concerns the issue of 
whether, based on medical factors, you 
are disabled; 

(3) A reconsideration of a revised 
initial determination concerning the 
issue of whether, based on medical 
factors, you are disabled; 

(4) A revised reconsidered 
determination; or 

(5) A revised decision based on 
evidence not included in the record on 
which the prior decision was based. 

• • • • • 

16. In Part 404. Subpart J, the title of 

5 404.932 is revised to read as follows: 

§ 404.932 Parties to a hearing before an 
administrative law |udge. 

• • • • • 

17. In Part 404. Subpart J, the title of 
{ 404.933 is revised to read as follows: 

{ 404.933 How to request a bearing before 
an administrative law judge. 

• • • • • 

18. In Part 404, Subpart J. the title of 
§ 404.935 is revised to read as follows: 

$ 404.935 Submitting evidence prior to a 
hearing before an administrative law Judge. 


19. In Part 404. Subpart J. the title of 
{ 404.936 is revised to read as follows: 

§ 404.936 Time and place for a hearing 
before an administrative law Judge. 

• • • • • 

20. In Part 404, Subpart J, the title of 
5 404.938 is revised to read as follows: 

§ 404.938 Notice of a hearing before an 
administrative law Judge. 

21. In Part 404. Subpart J. the center 
heading, HeaHng Procedures, and the 
title of S3 404.944 404.946 and 404.948 * 
are revised to read 88 follows: 

Administrative Law Judge Hearing 
Procedures 

§ 404.944 Administrative law Judge 
bearing procedures—general. 

{ 404.946 Issues before an administrative 
law judge. 

• • • • • 

§ 404.946 Deciding a case without an oral 
hearing before an administrative law Judge. 
• • • • • 

22. In Part 404, Subpart J, the title of 
{ 404.950 is revised to read as follows: 

§ 404.950 Presenting evidence at a 
hearing before an administrative law judge. 
• • • • • 

23. In Part 404. Subpart J, the title of 
{ 404.951 is revised to read as follows: 

§ 404.951 When a record of a hearing 
before an administrative law Judge la made. 
• • • • • 

24. In Pari 404, Subpart J. the title of 
5 404.952. 404.953. and 404.955 are 
revised to read as follows: 

$ 404.952 Consolidated hearing before an 
administrative law Judge. 

• • • * • 

{ 404.953 The decision of sn 
administrative law judge. 

• • • • • 

$ 404.995 The effect of an administrative 
law Judge's decision. 

• • • • • 

25. In Part 404. Subpart J, the title of 
{ 404 956 is revised to read as follows: 

5 404.956 Removal of hearing request 
from the administrative law Judge to the 
Appeals Council 
• • • • • 

26. In Part 404, Subpart J, the title of 
{404.957 is revised to read as follows: 

§ 404.957 Dismissal of a request for a 
hearing before an administrative law judge. 
• • • • • 

27. In Part 404, Subpart J. the title of 
{ 404.958 is revised to read as follows: 


§ 404.956 Notice of dismissal of a request 
for a hearing before an administrative law 
Judge. 

• • • • • 

28. In Part 404, Subpart J, the title of 
{ 404.959 is revised to read as follows. 

{ 404.959 Effect of dismissal of a request 
for a hearing before an administrative law 
Judge. 


29. In Part 404, Subpart J. the title of 
{ 404.900 is revised to read as follows: 

{ 404.960 Vacating a dismissal of a 
request for a hearing before an 
administrative law judge. 

# « • « • 

30. In Part 404, Subpart J. { 404.992 is 
revised to read as follows: 

{404.992 Notice of revised determina tion 
or decision. 

(a) When a determination or decision 
is revised notice of the revision will be 
mailed to the parties at their last known 
address. The notice will state the basil 
for the revised determination or decision 
and the effect of the revision. The notice 
will also inform the parties of the right 
to further review. 

(b) If a reconsidered determination 
that you are disabled, based on medical 
factors, is reopened for the purpose of 
being revised, you will be notified of the 
proposed revision and of your right to 
request that a disability termination 
hearing be held before a revised 
reconsidered determination is issued If 
a revised reconsidered determination is 
issued, you may request a hearing 
before an administrative law judge. 

(c) If an administrative law judge or 
the Appeals Council proposes to revise 
a decision, and the revision would he 
based on evidence not included in the 
record on whith the prior decision was 
based, you and any other parties to the 
decision will be notified of the proposed 
action and of your right to request that a 
hearing be held before any further 
action is taken. If a revised decision is 
issued by an administrative law judge, 
you and any other party may request 
that it be reviewed by the Appeals 
Council, or the Appeals Council may 
review the decision on its own initiative. 

(d) If an administrative law judge or 
the Appeals Council proposes to revise 
a decision, and the revision would be 
based only on evidence included in the 
record on which the prior decision was 
based, you and any other parties to the 
decision will be notified of the proposed 
action. If a revised decision is issued by 
an administrative taw judge, you and 
any other party may request that it be 
reviewed by the Appeals Council, or the 
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Appeals Council may review the 
decision on its own initiative. 

31 In Part 404, Subpart J, 9 404 993 is 
revised to read as follows: 

} 404 993 Effect of revised determination 

or decision. 

A revised determination or decision is 
binding unless— 

(a) You or another party to the revised 
determination file a written request for 
reconsideration or a hearing before an 
Administrative law judge, as 

appropriate; 

(b) You or another party to the revised 
decinion file, as appropriate, a request 
for review by the Appeals Council or a 

bearing: 

(c) The Appeals Council reviews the 
revised decision; or 

(dj The revised determination or 
decision is further revised. 

32 In Part 404, Subpart P. 5 404.1548 is 
revised to read as follows: 

§ 404.1548 Responsibility for assessing 
ind determining residual functional 

capacity. 

The State agency staff physicians or 
other physicians designated by the 
Secretary are responsible for assuring 
that the agency makes a decision about 
your residual functional capacity. In 
cases where the State agency makes the 
disability determination, a State agency 
*taff physician must assess residual 
functional capacity where it is required. 
This assessment is based on all of the 
medical evidence we have, including 
any other assessments that may have 
been provided by treating or examining 
physicians, consultative physicians, or 
any other physician designated by the 
Secretary. (See 5 404.1545.) For cases in 
the disability termination hearing 
process, the responsibility for deciding 
your residual functional capacity rests 
wth either the disability hearing officer 
or. if the disability hearing officer's 
reconsidered determination is changed 
under i 404.918. with the Director of the 
Office of Disability Hearings or his or 
her delegate. For cases at the 
administrative law judge hearing level, 
this responsibility rests with the 
administrative law judge. For cases at 
the Appeals Council level this 
responsibility rests with the Appeals 
Council. 

PART 416—SUPPLEMENTAL 
SECURITY INCOME FOR THE AGED, 
BUND, AND DISABLED 

33. In Part 418. Subpart N, the Table of 
Contents entries under the center 
headings "Reconsideration**. 

Hearings", and "Hearing Procedures", 
,j nd the center headings "Hearings" and 


"Hearing Procedures" arc revised to 
read as follows: 

Subpart N—Determination. Administrative 
Review Process, and Reopening of 
Determinations and Decisions 

Sec 


Reconsideration 

418.1407 Reconsideration—general. 

416.1406 Parties to a reconsideration. 

416.1409 How to request reconsideration. 

416.1411 Good cause for missing the 
deadline to request review. 

416.1413 Reconsideration procedures. 

416.1413a Reconsiderations of initial 

determinations on applications. 

416.1413b Reconsideration procedures for 
post-eligibility claims. 

416.1413c Arrangement for conferences. 

416.1414 Disability termination hearing— 
General. 

416.1415 Disability termination hearing— 
Appointment of a disability hearing 
officer. 

416.1416 Disability termination hearing— 
Procedures. 

416.1417 Disability termination hearing— 
Disability hearing officer’s reconsidered 
determination. 

416.1418 Disability termination hearing— 
Review of the disability hearing officer’s 
reconsidered determination before it is 
issued. 

4161419 Notice of another person’s request 
for reconsideration. 

416.1420 Reconsidered determination 

416.1421 Effect of a reconsidered 
determination. 

416 1422 Notice of a reconsidered 
determination. 

• • • • • 


Hoaring Before an Administrative Law Judge 

416.1429 Hearing before an administrative 
law judge general. 

416.1430 Availability of a hearing before an 
administrative law judge. 

416.1432 Parties to a hearing before an 
administrative law judge. 

416.1433 How to request a hearing before an 
administrative law judge. 

416.1435 Submitting evidence prior to • 
hearing before an administrative taw 
judge. 

4181436 Tame and place for a hearing 
before an administrative law judge. 

416.1438 Notice of a hearing before an 
administrative law judge. 

416.1439 Objections to the issues. 

4181440 Disqualification of the 

administrative law judge. 

4181441 Prehearing case review. 

Hearing Procedures Administrative Law 

Judge 

4181444 Administrative law judge hearing 
procedures—general. 

416.1446 Issues before an administrative 
law judge. 

4181448 Deciding a case without an oral 
hearing before an administrative law 
judge. 

416.1449 Presenting written statements and 
ora) arguments. 


Sec 

4181450 Presenting evidence at a hearing 
before an administrative law judge. 
416.1451 When a record of a hearing before 
an administrative law judge Is made. 
4181452 Consolidated hearings before an 
administrative law judge. 

4181453 The decision of an administrative 
law judge. 

4181455 The effect of an administrative law 
fudge’s decision. 

4181456 Removal of hearing request from 
an administrative taw judge to the 
Appeals Council. 

4181457 Dismissal of a request for a hearing 
before an administrative law judge. 
4161456 Notice of dismissal of a request for 
a hearing before an administrative law 
• judge. 

418.1459 Effect of dismissal of a request for 
a hearing before an administrative law 
judge. 

4181460 Vacating a dismissal of a request 
for a hearing before an administrative 
law judge. 

416.1461 Prehearing and posthearing 
conferences. 

« • • • i 

34. In Part 418, Subpart I, 9 416.946 is 
revised to read as follows: 

9 416.946 Responsibility for assessing and 
detarmining residual functional capacity. 

The State agency staff physicians or 
any other physicians designated by the 
Secretary are responsible for assuring 
that the agency makes a decision about 
your residual functional capacity. In 
cases where the State agency makes the 
disability determination, a State agency 
staff physician must assess residual 
functional capacity where it is required. 
This assessment is based on all of the 
medical evidence we have, including 
any other assessments that may have 
been provided by treating or examining 
physicians, consultative physicians, or 
any other physician designated by the 
Secretary. (See 9 416.945.) For cases in 
the disability termination hearing 
process, the responsibility for deciding 
your residual functional capacity rests 
with either the disability hearing officer, 
or, if the disability hearing officer's 
reconsidered determination is changed 
under 9 418.1418 with the Director of 
the Office of Disability Hearings or his. 
or her delegate. For cases at the 
administrative law judge hearing level, 
this responsibility rests with the 
administrative law judge. For cases at 
the Appeals Council level, this 
responsibility rests with the Appeals 
Council. 

35. In Part 416, Subpart N, 9 416.1400, 
paragraphs (a). (2) and (3) are revised to 
read as follows: 
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Subpart N—Determinations, 
Administrative Review Process, and 
Reopening of Determination and 
Decisions 

Introduction, Definitions, and Initial 
Determinations 

$416.1400 introduction. 

(a) • * * 

(2) Reconsideration . If you are 
dlsatisfied with an initial determination, 
you may ask us to reconsider it 

(3) Hearing before an administrative 
law judge. If you are dissatisfied with 
the reconsideration determination, you 
may request a hearing before an 
administrative law judge. 

• • • • • 

36. In Part 416, Subpart N. $ 416.1404, 
paragraphs (b)(3) and (c) are revised to 
read as follows: 

$ 416.1404 Notice of the Initial 
determination. 

+.•••• 

(b) The written notice that we send 
will tell you— 

• • • • • 

(3) What rights you have to a 
reconsideration on the determination. 

(c) If our initial determination is that 
we must suspend, reduce or terminate 
your benefits, the notice will also tell 
you that you have a right to a 
reconsideration before the 
determination takes effect (see 

$ 416.1336). 

37. In Part 416, Subpart N, $ 416.1406 
is revised to read as follows: 

$416.1405 Effect of an Initial 
determination. 

An initial determination is binding 
unless you request a reconsideration 
within the stated time period, or we 
revise the initial determination. 

3a In Part 416. Subpart N. $ 416.1407 
is revised to read as follows: 

Reconsideration 

$416.1407. ReconskleaitSon—general 

Reconsideration is the first step in the 
administrative review process that we 
provide if you are dissatisfied with the 
initial determination. If you are 
dissatisfied with our reconsideration 
determination, you may request a 
hearing before an administrative law 
judge. 

39. In Part 416, Subpart N. $ 416.1413 
is amended by adding a new paragraph 

(d). to read as follows: 

$4161.1413 Reconsideration procedures. 

• • • • • 

(d) Disability termination hearing. If 
you have been receiving supplemental 
security income benefits because you 


are blind or disabled and you request 
reconsideration of an initial or revised 
determination that, based on medical 
factors, you are not now blind or 
disabled, we will give you and the othpr 
parties to the reconsideration an 
opportunity for a disability termination 
hearing. (See $$ 416.1414 through 
416.1418.) 

$416.1414 1 Redesignated as $416.1413a) 

4a In Part 416, Subpart N. f 416.1414 
is redesignated as a new $ 416.1413a. 

41. In Part 416, Subpart N. $ 416.1415 
is redesignated as a new $ 416.1413b. 
and is revised to read as follows: 

$ 416.1413b Reconsideration procedures 
for post-eligibility claims. 

If you are eligible for supplemental 
security income benefits and we notify 
you that we are going to suspend, reduce 
or terminate your benefits, you can 
appeal our determination within 60 days 
of the date you recieve our notice. The 
60-day period may be extended if you 
have good cause for an extension of 
time under the conditions stated in 
$ 416.1411(b). If you appeal a 
suspension, reduction, or termination of 
benefits, the method of reconsideration 
we will use depends on the issue in your 
case. If the issue in your case is that you 
are no longer blind or disabled for 
medical reasons, you will receive an 
opportunity for a disability termination 
hearing. If any other issue is involved, 
you have the choice of a case review, 
informal conference or formal 
conference. (See $ 416.1336 which 
discusses your right to have your 
payment continue at the same level until 
we issue a determination on your 
appeal.) 

$ 416.1416 [Redesignated at $ 416.1413c) 

42. In Part 416, Subpart N, $ 416.1416 
is redesignated as a new $ 416.1413c. 

43. In Part 416, Subpart N, a new 

$ 416.1414 is added to read as follows: 

$ 416.1414 Disability termination hearing— 
General. 

(a) Availability. We will provide you 
with an opportunity for a disability 
termination hearing if: 

(1) You have been receiving 
supplemental security income benefits 
based on a medical impairment that 
renders you blind or disabled; 

(2) We have made an initial or revised 
determination based on medical factors 
that you are not blind or disabled 
because your impairment: 

(i) Has ceased: 

(ii) Did not exist; or 

(iii) Is no longer disabling: and 

(3) You request reconsideration of the 
initial or revised determination. 


(b) Scope. The disability termination 
hearing will address only the initial or 
revised determination, based on medical 
factors, that you are not now blind or 
disabled. Any other issues you raise in 
connection with your request for 
reconsideration will be reviewed in 
accordance with the reconsideration 
procedures described in $ 416.1413 (a) 
through (c), 

(c) Time and place. The Director of 
the Office of Disability Hearings or his 
or her delegate will set the time and 
place of your disability termination 
hearing. You will be notified of the time 
and place at least 10 days before the 
hearing. You may be expected to travel 
to your disability termination hearing. 

At your request, we will reimburse you 
for your travel expenses if you travel to 
a hearing location more than 75 miles 
from your home. 

44. In Part 416, Subpart N. a new 

$ 416.1415 is added to read as follows 

$416.1415 Disability termination Hearing- 
Appointment of a disability hearing officer. 

Your disability termination hearing 
will be conducted by a disability 
hearing officer appointed by the Director 
of the Office of Disability Hearings or 
his or her delegate. 

45. In Part 416, Subpart N. a new 

$ 416.1416 is added to read as follows 

$ 416.1416 Disability termination hearing- 
Procedures. 

(a) General. The disability termination 
hearing will enable you to introduce 
evidence and present your views to a 
disability hearing officer if you are 
dissatisfied with an initial or revised 
determination, based on medical factors, 
that you are not now blind or disabled, 
as described in $ 416.1418(a)(2). 

(b) Notice. We will notify you at least 
10 days before your disability 
termination hearing of the time and 
place of the hearing and of your rights to 
the following: 

(1) You may have a representative at 
the hearing appointed under Subpart 0 
of this Part or you may represent 
yourself; 

(2) You may review the evidence and 
present additional evidence; 

(3) You may present witnesses and 
question any witnesses at the hearing; 

(4) You may waive your right to 
appear at the hearing. If you do not 
appear at the hearing, the disability 
hearing officer will prepare a 
reconsidered determination based on 
the information in your case file. 

(c) Case preparationi After you 
request reconsideration, your case file 
will be reviewed in the component of 
our office (including a State agency) that 
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made the initial or revised 
determination, by personnel who were 
not involved in making the initial or 
revised determination. Any new 
evidence you submit in connection with 
your request for reconsideration will be 
included in this review. If necessary, 
further development of evidence, 
including arrangements for medical 
examinations, will be undertaken by 
this component. After the case file is 
prepared for the hearing, it will be 
forwarded by this component to the 
disability hearing officer for a hearing. If 
necessary, the case file may be sent 
back to this component at any time prior 
to the issuance of the reconsidered 
dt termination for additional 
development. Under paragraph (d) of 
this section, this component has the 
authority to issue a favorable 
reconsidered determination at any time 
in its development process. 

(d) Favorable reconsidered 
determination without a hearing. If the 
evidence in your case file record 
supports a finding that you are now 
blind or disabled, either the component 
that prepares your case for hearing 
under paragraph (c) or the disability 
hearing officer will issue a favorable 
reconsidered determination, even if a 
disability termination hearing has not 
yet been held. 

(e) Postponement of your disability 
termination bearing. If there are 

c rcumstances beyond your control 
which make it impossible for you or 
your representative to attend your 
scheduled disability termination 
hearing, your hearing may be postponed, 
or we may postpone it on our own 
initiative. If your hearing is postponed, 
your case will not necessarily be 
reassigned to the same disability officer. 
You must make a request for 
postponement either in writing or by 
telephone no later than 10 days before 
the hearing, unless: 

(1) The reason for your request is 
some circumstance which did not occur 
until less than 10 days before the 
hearing; or 

(2) There is some circumstance which 
made it impossible for you make a 
request sooner than 10 days before the 

hearing. 

( 0 Opportunity to submit additional 
evidence after the bearing. At your 
request, the disability hearing officer 
may allow up to 15 days after your 
disability termination hearing for reciept 
of evidence which is not available at the 
nearing, if: 

^ (1) The disability hearing officer 
determines that the evidence has a 
direct bearing on the outcome of the 
hearing; and 


(2) The evidence could not have been 
obtained earlier. 

$416.1417 (Redesignated as $ 416.1419] 

46. in Part 416. Subpart N. redesignate 
$ 416.1417 as a new $ 416.1419 and add 

a new $ 416.1417 to read as follows: 

• 

$416.1417 Disability termination hearing— 
Disability hearing officer's reconsidered 
determination. 

(a) General. The disability hearing 
officer who conducts your disability 
termination hearing will prepare and, 
unless it is reviewed under $ 416.1418, 
will issue a written decision that gives 
the findings of fact and the reasons for 
the reconsidered determination. The 
reconsidered determination must be 
based on evidence offered at the 
disability termination hearing or 
otherwise included in your case file. 

(b) Notice. We will mail you and the 
other parties a notice of reconsidered 
determination in accordance with . 

$ 416.1422 within 60 days after the date 
of the disability termination hearing (or 
the date of the closing of the case Tile, if 
later). 

(c) Effect The disability hearing 
officer's reconsidered determination, or, 
if it is changed under i 416.1418, the 
reconsidered determination that is 
issued by the Director of the Office of 
Disability Hearings or his or her 
delegate, is binding in accordance with 
$ 416.1421, subject to the exceptions 
specified in that section. 

$416.1416 (Redesignated as $416.1420) 

47. In Part 416, Subpart N, redesignate 
$ 416.1416 as a new $ 416.1419 and add 
a new $ 416.1418 to read as follows: 

$ 416.1416 Disability termination hearing— 
Review of the disability hearing officer’s 
reconsidered determination before It la 
Issued. 

(a) General. After the disability 
hearing officer's reconsidered 
determination is prepared but before it 
is issued, it may be reviewed by the 
Director of the Office of Disability 
Hearings or his or her delegate to assure 
its correctness. If the review indicates 
that the reconsidered determination 
prepared by the disability hearing 
officer is correct it will be dated and 
issued immediately upon completion of 
the review. If the reconsidered 
determination prepared by the disability 
hearing officer is not correct for any of 
the reasons set forth in paragraph (b). 
the Director or his or her delegate will 
send the case back for further action, as 
appropriate, or will issue a reconsidered 
determination which corrects the 
deficiency. If a reconsidered 
determination is issued by the Director 
or his or her delegate, you will be 


provided an explanation of the 
corrections that have been made and a 
copy of the reconsidered determination 
originally prepared by the disability 
hearing officer. 

(b) Reasons for changing the hearing 
officer's reconsidered determination. 

The Director of the Office of Disability 
Hearings or his or her delegate will 
change the disability hearing officer’s 
reconsidered determination if; 

(1) There is an abuse of discretion by 
the disability hearing officer. 

(2) There is an error of law; or 

(3) The action, findings or conclusion 
of the disability hearing officer are not 
supported by substantial evidence. 

48. In Part 418, Subpart N. $ 410.1420 
is redesignated as a new $ 410.1421, and 
is revised to read as follows: 

$ 416.1421 Effact of a reconsidered 
determination. 

The reconsidered determination is 
binding unless— 

(a) You or any other party to the 
reconsideration requests a hearing 
before an administrative law judge 
within the stated time period and a 
decision is made; 

(b) The expedited appeals process is 
used; or 

(c) The reconsidered determination is 
revised. 

49. In Part 418, Subpart N. $ 418.1421 
is redesignated as a new $ 416.1422. 

50. In Part 416, Subpart N, the center 
heading, Hearings, and the title of 

$ 416.1429 are revised to read as 
follows: 

Hearing Before an Administrative Law 
fudge 

$ 416.1429 Hearing before an 
administrative law judge— genoral. 

• • • • • 

51. In Part 416, Subpart N. $ 416.1430. 
the title of the section and paragraph (a) 
are revised to read as follows: 

$ 416.1430 AvaQabmty of a hearing before 
an administrative taw judge. 

(a) You may request a hearing before 
an administrative law judge if we have 
made— 

(1) A reconsidered determination; 

(2) A reconsideration of a revised 
determination of an initial or 
reconsidered determination that 
involves a suspension, reduction or 
termination of benefits; 

(3) A revised initial determination or 
revised reconsidered determination that 
does not involve a suspension, reduction 
or termination, of benefits; or 
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(4) A revised decision based on 
evidence not included in the record on 
which the prior decision was based. 

• • • • • 

52. In Part 418, Subpart N. the title of 
S 418.1432 is revised to read as follows: 

4416.1432 Parties to a hearing before an 
administrative taw lodge. 

• • • • • 

53. In Part 416, Subpart N. the title of 
9 418.1433 is revised to read as follows: 

fi 416.1433 How to request a hearing 
before an administrative law Judge. 

• • • • • 

54. In Part 418, Subpart N, the title of 
S 418.1435 is revised to read as follows: 

S 416.1435 Submitting evidence prior to a 
hearing before an administrative taw Judge. 
• • • • • 

55. In Part 418, Subpart N, the title of 
9 416.1436 is revised to read as follows: 

5 416.1436 Time and place for a hearing 
before an administrative law Judge. 

• • • • • 

56. In Part 418, Subpart N, the title of 
5 416.1438 is revised to read as follows: 

9 416.1438 Notice of a hearing before an 
administrative law Judge. 

• • • • • 

57. In Part 418, Subpart N, the center 
heading. Hearing Procedures, and the 
title of { 418.1444, 418,1446 and 416.1448 
are revised to read as follows: 

Administrative Law Judge Hearing 
Procedures 

9 416.1444 Administrative law Judge 
hearing procedures—general 

9 416.1448 Deciding a case without an oral 
hearing before an administrative taw Judge. 
• • • • • 

58. In Part 418, Subpart N, the title of 
5 416.1450 is revised to read as follows: 

9 416.1450 Prestdenting evidence at a 
hearing before an administrative tew Judge. 
• • • • • 

59. In Part 416, Subpart N, the title of 
S 416.1451 is revised to read as follows: 

9 416.1451 When a record of a hearing 
before an administrative law Judge la made. 
• • • • • 

60. In Part 418, Subpart N, the title of 
99 418.1452. 416.1453. and 416.1455 are 
revised to read as follows: 

9 416.1452 Consolidated hearings before 
an admlnistrativa taw Judge. 


9 416.1453 The decision of an 
administrative taw Judge. 

$416.1455 The effect of an administrative 
taw Judge s decision. 

• • • • t 

81. In Part 418, Subpart N, the title of 
§ 416.1458 is revised to read as follows: 

9 416.1456 Removal of hearing request 
from administrative law Judge to the 
Appeals Council. 

• • • • • 

62. In Part 418, Subpart N, the title of 
9 416.1457 is revised to read as follows: 

9 416.1457 Dismissal of a reqeuat for a 
hearing before en administrative law Judge. 
• • • • • 

63. In Part 418, Subpart N, the title of 
9 416.1458 is revised to read as follows: 

$416.1458 Notice of dismissal of e 

request for e hearing before an 

administrative taw Judge. 

• # • • • 

9 

84. In Part 416, Subpart N, the title of 
9 416.1459 is revised to read as follows: 

9 416.1459 Effect of dismissal of a request 
for a hearing before an administrative taw 
Judge. 

65. In Part 416, Subpart N. the title of 
9 416.1480 is revised to read as follows: 

$ 416.1460 Vacating a dismissal of a 
request for a hearing before an 
administrative tew Judge. 

• • • • • 

66. In Part 416, Subpart N. 9 418.1492 
is amended by revising paragraphs (b) 
and (c). by redesignating paragraphs 
(dHO as (eHg) and adding a new 
paragraph (d) to read as follows: 

$416.1462 Notice of revised 
determination or decision. 

• • • • • 

(b) If a determination is revised and 
the revised determination requires that 
your benefits be suspended, reduced, or 
terminated, the notice will inform you of 
your right to continued payment (see 

9 416.1336 and the exceptions set out in 
9 416.1337) and of your right of 
reconsideration. 

(c) If a determination is revised and 
the revised determination does not 
require that your benefits be suspended 
reduced, or terminated, the notice will 
inform you of your right to a hearing 
before an administrative law judge. 

(d) If a reconsidered determination 
that you are blind or disabled, based on 
medical factors, is reopened for the 
purpose of being revised, you will be 
notified of the proposed revision and of 
your right to request that a disability 
termination bearing be held before a 
revised reconsidered determination is 


issued. If a revised reconsidered 
determination is issued, you may 
request a hearing before an 
administrative law judge. 

• • • • • 

PART 422—(AMENDED J 

67. In 20 CFR Part 422. 9 422.140 is 
revised to read as follows: 

9 422.140 Reconsideration of initial 
determination. 

Any party who is dissatisfied with an 
initial determination with respect to 
entitlement to monthly benefits, a lump¬ 
sum death payment, a period of 
disability, a revision of an earnings 
record, with respect to any other right 
under title II of the Social Security Act, 
or with respect to entitlement to hospital 
insurance benefits or supplementary 
medical insurance benefits, or the 
amount of hospital insurance benefits, 
may request that the Social Security 
Administration reconsider such 
determination. The information in 
9 404.1503 of this chapter as to the 
respective roles of State agencies and 
the Social Security Administration in the 
making of disability determinations is 
also generally applicable to the 
reconsideration of initial determinations 
involving disability. However, in cases 
in which a disability termaination 
hearing as described in 99 401,914 
through 404.918 and 418.1414 through 
416.1418 is available, the reconsidered 
determination may be issued by a 
disability hearing officer employed by 
the Social Security Administration, or 
by the Director of the Office of 
Disability Hearings or his or her 
delegate. After such initial 
determination has been reconsidered, 
the Social Security Administration will 
mail to each of the parties written notice 
and inform him of his right to a hearing 
before an administrative law judge (see 
9 422.201). Regulations relating to the 
details of reconsideratioin of initial 
determinations with respect to rights 
under title II of the Act or with respect 
to entitlement to hospital insurance 
benefits or supplementary medical 
insurance benefits may be found in Part 
404, Subpart J of this chapter. 

88. In 20 CFR Part 422. Subpart C. 

9 422.203, paragraphs (a)(1) and (b)(2) 
are revised to read as follows: 

9 422.203 Hearings. 

(a) Right to request a hearing. (1) 

After a reconsidered or a revised 
determination (i) of a claim for benefits 
or any other right under title U of the 
Social Security Act: or (ii) of eligibility 
or amount of benefits or any other 
matter under title XVI of the Act, except 
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(A) where an initial or reconsidered 
determination involving an adverse 
iction is revised, after such revised 
determination has been considered; or 
(iii) as to entitlement under Part A or 
Part B of title XVIII of the Act, or (where 
the amount In controversy is $100 or 
more) as to the amount of benefits under 
Part A of such title XVIII or of health 
lervices to be provided by a Health 
Maintenance Organization without 
additional costs, any party to such a 
determination may, pursuant to section 
205. 221. 1531, I860, or 1876 of the Act, as 
ipplicable, file a written request for a 
hearing on the determination. After a 
reconsidered determination of a claim 
for benefits under Part B of title IV 
(Black Lung benefits) of the Federal Coal 
Mine Health and Safety Act of 1959 (30 
US.C. 921-925), a party to the 
determination may file a written request 
for b hearing on the determination. 

, • • • • 

(b) Request for hearing. 0 * * 

(2) Unless for good cause shown an 
extension of time has been granted, a 
request for hearing must be filed within 
60 days after the receipt of the notice of 
the reconsidered or revised 
determination, or after an initial 
determination described in 42 CFR 
4051502(b)(2), (c), (d)(2), and (e) (see 
§5 404.933, 410.631, and 416.1433 of this 
chapter and 42 CFR 405.722, 405.1530, 
4051531, and 405.2060). 

• » • • • 

|fl Ik*. eWSftfi Filed MMI 845 «lo| 
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legal services corporation 

45 CFR Parts 1606 and 1625 

Procedures Governing Denial of 

Refunding 

agency: Legal Services Corporation. 
action: Proposed rule. 

summary: This proposed rule separates 
the Corporation’s denial of refunding 
regulations from its termination 
regulations and revises the denial of 
refunding regulations. This action is 
needed because denial of refunding 
proceedings are excessively costly and 
•‘^e-consuming. This rule simplifies and 
expedites denial of refunding 
proceedings to the extent consonant 
w *th the statutory requirement for a 
timely, full and fair hearing for 
recipients. 

°ates: Comments must be received on 
°r before September 14,1983. 

*°®2**® : Comments may be submitted 
" Office of General Counsel. Legal 


Services Corporation, 73315th Street 
NW„ Room 620, Washington, D.C. 20005. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

John C Meyer. Deputy General Counsel. 
(202) 272-4010. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

General 

This proposed rule establishes a new 
Part 1625 for denial of refunding 
procedures which are presently included 
in Part 1606 with termination 
procedures. Part 1606 is left intact 
except for technical amendments 
removing references to denial of 
refunding and subsections referring 
exclusively to denial of refunding. The 
significant changes effected by the new 
regulation are summarized below: 

Definitions 

Section 1625.2 differs from the 
corresponding S 1606.2 in two days. 

First the definition of denial of 
refunding is simplified to cover only a 
reduction of 10 percent or more in 
annualized funding level: reference to a 
reduction of $20,000 or more is 
eliminated. Furthermore, the whole of 
what is presently } 1606.2(a)(3) 
concemign the addition of a new 
condition or restriction on the recipient's 
grant not generally applicable to all 
recipients of the same class is also 
eliminated. 

Second, the proposed regulation 
excludes changes in the level annualized 
fundlhg "apportioned among all m 
recipients of the class * * * by the 
uniform application of a statistical 
formula for the reallocation of funding 
among members of the class" from the 
definition of denial of refunding, thus 
recognizing the Corporation's ability to 
reallocate resources on the basis of 1980 
census data. 

Grounds for Denial of Refunding 

The major difference between the 
proposed i 1625.3 and the current 
{ 1606.3 is the addition of a new 
subsection (d) allowing denial of 
refunding when "the Corporation finds 
that another organization, whether a 
current recipient or not could better 
serve eligible clients in the recipient's 
service area." The purpose of this 
change is to insure "the most 
economical and effective delivery of 
legal assistance" pursuant to Section 
1007(a)(3) of the Legal Services 
Corporation Act by allowing the 
Corporation to transfer some or all of 
the funding of a recipient to another 
organization when that Organization 
could better serv e clients in the service 
area. This decision, like other denial of 
refunding decisions, will only be made 
after the recipient has been afforded full 


procedural rights under Section 1011 of 
the Act and this regulation. Such rights 
include the right to examine the 
application of and question 
representatives of the organization or 
organizations which the Corporation 
proposes to fund In place of the 
recipient 

Another change in the grounds for 
denial of refunding is that in f 1625.3 (b) 
and (c) failures of performance by 
recipients are required to be 
"significant" rather than "substantial" to 
support a denial of refunding. This 
change is intended to reduce the 
magnitude of the failure required to 
justify denial of refunding, while 
continuing to exclude minor or technical 
violations or failures to provide efficient 
and effective legal services. 

Finally, in S 1625.3(b), a recipient is no 
longer entitled to prior notice of and 
opportunity to correct a specific 
violation of law. regulation, grant 
condition, etc. Under the more general 
criterion of § 1625.3(c), a recipient is still 
entitled to such notice. The reason for 
this change is that a recipient should 
know whether it is engaged in a 
significant violation of law, regulation, 
etc. It may not be as obvious, however, 
if its legal assistance is not economical 
and effective: consequently, a second 
chance is warranted under this broader 
criterion. 

Prehearing Procedures 

The proposed regulation streamlines 
prehearing procedures. The required 
"informal conference" provided for in 
1 1606.6 is abolished, although there is 
nothing in the regulation forbidding such 
a conference if the parties so desire. The 
prehearing conference provided for in 
i 1606.9 is retained in 3 1625.7, 

Procedures for challenges to the 
hearing officer have been shortened and 
simplified by restricting them to written 
submission of evidence and arguments 
and by requiring that specific statements 
or actions by the hearing officer be cited 
to support any claim of personal bias 
againBt the recipient. 

Time Periods 

Throughout the proposed rule, the 
time periods within which procedural 
steps should be completed have been 
reduced with the goal of completing the 
procedure in 00 days, as contrasted with 
the goal of 90 days in Part 1606. For 
example, the proposed rule states that 
the hearing should begin not less than 20 
days after the issuance of the 
preliminary determination rather than 
not more than 45 days after this action. 
The hearing officer is urged to issue the 
recommended decision within 10 rather 











36348 


Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 158 / Monday, August 15, 1983 / Proposed RuJes 


than 20 days of the close of the hearing. 
The recipient has 5 rather than 10 days 
after receipt of the recommended 
decision to request review by the 
President of the Corporation. 

The Hearing 

The hearing procedures set out in 
5 1625.8 of the proposed rule are similar 
to those in { 1606.10 with two 
exceptions. The first is that there is no 
longer any provision for the intervention 
of parties other than the recipient and 
the Corporation, as was provided In 
S 1606.10. This deletion is pursuant to 
the general thrust of the proposed rule 
towards simplifying and streamlining 
the denial of refunding proceedings. 
Deletion of this provision docs not 
prevent either party in a proceeding 
under { 1625.3(d) from examining 
representatives of a proposed new 
recipient that the Corporation asserts 
could better serve the clients in the 
current recipient's service area. 

The second change is the addition of a 
new § 1625.8(h)(2) specifically providing 
"that the validity of Corporation rules, 
regulations, guidelines, and instructions 
published pursuant to § 1008(e) of the 
act may not be challenged In a denial of 
refunding proceeding. 

Burden of Proof 

The proposed regulation retains the 
requirement that the Corporation must 
prove, by a preponderance of the 
evidence, any disputed fact relied upon 
ns justification for denial of refunding. 
However, the burden of proof with 
respect to other issues is shifted to the 
recipient Thus, the proposed rule 
requires the recipient to establish that 
the Corporation lacked a substantial 
basis for denying refunding, while 
5 1806.11 required the Corporation to 
establish a substantial basis for denying 
refunding. 

Reimbursement 

Current { 1606.17 allows a recipient 
reimbursement for expenses incurred to 
the extent it prevails. The proposed rule, 
S 1625.14, would limit reimbursement to 
situations in which the recipient prevails 
and the hearing officer finds the 
Corporation's position to have been 
"substantially without merit." 

Notice 

Section 1606.20 requires that all 
notices concerning a denial of refunding 
proceeding be sent to the program 
director, but states only that they "may" 
be sent to the chairperson of the 
recipient's Board. The corresponding 
S 1625.17 requires that all such notices 
be sent to both the program director and 
the chairperson of the Board. 


List of Subjects In 45 CFR Parts 1606 and 
1625 

Administrative practice and 
procedure, legal services. 

PART 1606—{Amended] 

For the reasons set out above, 45 CFR 
Part 1606 is proposed to be amended as 
follows: 

1. Part 1006, Procedures Governing 
Termination of Financial Assistance 
and Denial of Refunding, is renamed 
"Procedures Governing Termination of 
Financial Assistance." 

2. The authority citation for Part 1806 
reads as follows: 

Authority: Sec. 1006(b) (1) and (3), 
1007(a)(1). 1007(a)(3). 1007(a)(9). 1007(d). 
1008(e), 1011 (42 US.C. Section* 2996elb) (1) 
and (3). 2996f(a)(l). 2990f(n)(3), 2998f(a)(9), 
2990f(d). 299Gg(e), 2996j. 

11606.1 [ Amended 1 

3. Section 1606.1 is amended by 
removing the phrase "or refunding 
denied" 

11606.2 (Amended] 

4. Section 1606.2 is amended by 
removing paragraph (b) and 
redesignating paragraphs (c) and (d) as 
paragraphs (b) and (c) respectively. 

5. Newly redsignated 11606.2(c) is 
further amended by removing the phrase 
"or that refunding should be granted or 
denied." 

6. Section 1006.3 is removed in Its 
entirety and 1! 1606.4 through 1806.20 
are redesignated § $ 1606.3 through 
1606.19. 

7. The references to the following 
sections are redesignated as indicated 
wherever they appear in Part 1606. 


Old mebon 

Hmr atcion 


1606.4 

160650)* -- .. 

16064(b). 

1606 S 

16066 

16066 _ .. . . 

1€06 7 . . . 

16066 , ._ 

1606.7. 

16066 

16066(c) 

1ATM a 

10069.... 

1606 9(c) . . 

in » r g 

160613(h).. 

• 

siiii 

1606 1S 

160616 _ 

160619 . 



8. Newly redesignated 11606.3 is 
revised to read as follows: 

11606.3 Grounds for termination. 

A grant or contract may be terminated 
when: 

(a) Termination is required by, or will 
implement a provision of law, a 
Corporation rule, regulation, guideline, 
or instruction that is generally 
applicable to all recipients of the same 
class or a funding policy, standard, or 
criterion approved by the Board, except 


that termination shall not be based on 
Corporation rule, regulation, guideline 
or instruction th3t was not in effect 
when the current grant was made or 
when the current contract was entered 
into; or 

fb) There has been substantial failure 
by a recipient to comply with a 
provision of law, or a rule, regulation, or 
guideline issued by the Corporation, or i 
term or condition of a current or prior 
grant from or contract with the 
Corporation. In the absence of unusual 
circumstances, a grant or contract shall 
not be terminated for this cause unless 
the Corporation has given the recipient 
notice of such failure and an opportunity 
to take effective corrective action; or 

(c) There has been substantial failure 
by a recipient to use its resources to 
provide economical and effective legal 
assistance of high quality as measured 
by generally accepted professional 
standards, the provisions of the Act or a 
rule, regulation or guideline issued by 
the Corporation. In the absence of 
unusual circumstances, a grant or 
contract shall not be terminated for this 
cause unless the Corporation has given 
the recipient notice of such failure and 
an opportunity to take effective 
corrective action. 

{1606.4 (Amended) 

9. Newly redesignated 5 1606.4(a) is 
amended by removing the phrase "or 
that refunding should be denied." 

{1606.10 (Amended) 

10. Newly redesignated { 1606.10(a) is 
amended by removing the words "or 
denial of refunding." 

11. Newly redesignated { 1606.10(b) is 
amended by removing the words "or 
denying refunding." 

{1606.12 (Amended) 

12. Newly redesignated { 1606.12(a)(1) 
is amended by removing the words "or 
granting refunding." 

13. Newly redesignated { 1606.12(a)(2) 
is amended by removing the words "or 
denying refunding." 

{1606.16 (Amended). 

14. Newly redesignated { 1606.16 is 
amended by removing the words "or 
refunding is granted." 

{1606.17 (Amended). 

15. Newly redesignated { 1806.17 is 
amended by removing the phrase "or to 
refunding" is the first sentence 

{1606.13 (Amended L 

18. Newly redesignated { 1606.18 is 
amended by removing the phrase "or to 
deny refunding." 
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For the reasons set out above a new 
45 CKR Part 1825 is proposed to be 
added as follows: 

PART 1625— DENIAL OF REFUNOINO 

Sec. 

1625 1 Purpose. 

1825 2 Definitions. 

1625.3 Grounds for denial of refunding. 

18254 Preliminary determination. 

1625 5 Initiation of proceedings. 

18258 Presiding officer. 

1625.7 Pre-hearing procedures. 

18258 Conduct of the hearing. 

16259 Burden of proof. 

182510 Recommended decision. 

1825.11 Final decision. 

1825.12 Extension of time and waiver. 

1825.13 Right to counsel. 

1825 14 Reimbursement. 

1825.15 Interim funding. 

1625.18 Termination funding. 

1625.17 Notice. 

Authority: Sec. 1006(b) (1) and (3). 

1007(a)(1), 1007(aH3). 1007(a)(9). 1007(d). 
10W(e). 1011 (42 U.S.G 2906e(b) (1) and (3). 

2996fl»){3). 2996fla)(g). 2996f|d), 

2996g!i-). 2996j. 

11625.1 Purpose. 

This part is intended to provide a fair, 
impartial, timely and flexible process for 
reaching a final determination when 
there is reason to believe that refunding 
of a grant or contract should be denied. 
At the same time, this part seeks to 
avoid unnecessary and precipitous 
disruption In the delivery of legal 
assistance to eligible clients. 

1 1825.2 Definitions. 

(a) “Denial of refunding** means a 
decision that after the expiration of a 
grant or contract a recipient: 

(1) Will not be provided financial 
wsistnnce; or 

(2) Will have its annual level of 
financial support reduced to an extent 
that is not required either by a change of 
ftw ‘ or a reduction in the Corporation's 
“Ppropriation that is apportioned among 
all recipients of the class in proportion 

to their current level of funding, or by 
, uniform application of a statistical 
formula for the reallocation of funding 
among the members of a class, and is 
®°f* than 10 percent below the 
^ipienfi annual level of financial 
assistance under its current grant or 
contract. 

fh) Director of a recipient" means the 
Person who has overall day-to-day 
responsibility for management of 
opera l ion * by the recipient. 

(<-1 Presiding officer*' means the 
P*r*on appointed by the President to 
, co ‘7\ men ^ a decision that refunding 
nould be granted or dented. 

11825.3 Grounds for denial of refunding. 

Refunding may be denied when: 


(a) Denial is required by, or will 
implement, a provision of law, a 
Corporation rule, regulation, guideline, 
or instruction that is generally 
applicable to all recipients of the same 
class, or a funding policy, standard, or 
criterion approved by the Board: or 

(b) There has been significant failure 
by a recipient to comply with a 
provision of law, or a rule, regulation, or 
guideline issued by the Corporation, or a 
term or condition of a current or prior 
grant from or contract with the 
Corporation; or 

(c) There has been significant failure 
by a recipient to use its resources to 
provide economical and effective legal 
assistance of high quality as measured 
by generally accepted professional 
standards, the provisions of the act, or a 
rule, regulation or guideline issued by 
the Corporation. In the absence of 
unusual circumstances, refunding shall 
not be denied for this cause unless the 
Corporation has given the recipient 
notice of such failure and an opportunity 
to take effective corrective action; or 

(d) The Corporation finds that another 
organization, whether a current 
recipient or not, could better serve 
eligible clients in the recipient's service 
area. 

5 1625.4 Preliminary determination. 

(a) Where there is reason to believe 
that refunding should be denied, the 
Corporation shall serve a written 
preliminary determination upon the 
recipient, which shall state the grounds 
for the proposed action, and shall 
identify, with reasonable specificity, any 
facts or documents relied upon as 
justification for that action. 

(b) The preliminary determination 
shall advise the recipient that it may, 
within 10 days of receipt of the 
preliminary determination, make written 
request for a review of the preliminary 
determination in accordance with the 
procedures uinder this part. 

(c) The preliminary determination 
shall also advise the recipient of its right 
to receive interim funding, and to 
request termination funding under 
Sections 1025.15 and 1025.16. 

(d) If the recipient advises the 
Corporation it will not seek review, or if 
it fails to request review within the time 
prescribed in paragraph (b) of this 
section, the preliminary determination 
shall become final. 

5 1625.5 Initiation of proceeding*. 

Within 7 days after receipt of a 
request for continued review made 
under 8 1025.4(b), the Corporation will 
send the recipient an acknowledgment, 
enclose a copy of these procedures, and 
notify the recipient of the name of the 


presiding officer appointed by the 
President, of the attorney representing 
the Corporation, of the proposed date, 
time and place of ihe hearing, and of the 
next steps in the review process. 

81625.6 Presiding officer. 

(a) The presiding officer shall be 
appointed by the President, end shall be 
a person who is familiar with legal 
services and supportive of the purposes 
of the Act, who is independent and who 
is not an employee of the Corporation. 

(b) Within 5 days of receipt of notice 
of the name of the presiding officer, the 
recipient may file a written notice that it 
objects to the presiding officer on the 
basis that this person does not fit the 
criteria or paragraph (a) of this section 
or has made statements or taken actions 
indicating personal bias against the 
recipient. 

(c) Within 10 days thereafter, the 
President shall consider the recipient's 
objection^) with any supporting 
documentation and either retain or 
replace the presiding officer, and shall 
promptly notify the recipient of the 
decision. 

(d) No objection to the appointment of 
a presiding officer may be made unless 
presented in the manner specified in this 
section. 

8 1625.7 Pra-ftaartng procedures. 

(a) A pre-hearing conference may be 
ordered by the presiding officer, and 
shall be ordered If requested by either 
the recipient or the Corporation. The 
matters to* be considered at the 
conference shall include: 

(1) Proposals to define and narrow the 
issues; 

(2) Efforts to stipulate the facts, in 
whole or in part; 

(3) The probable number, identity, and 
order of presentation of exhibits and 
witnesses; 

(4) The possibility of presenting the 
case on written submissioin or oral 
argument; 

(5) The advance submission of some 
or all of the direct testimony in writing; 

(6) Any necessary variation in the 
date, time and place of the hearing; 

(7) Discussion of settlement; and 

(8) Such other matters as may be 
appropriate. 

(b) With or without a pre-hearing 
conference, the presiding officer may 
establish specific procedures consistent 
with this part for conduct of the hearing. 
The presiding officer may require or 
permit written submission of statements 
discussing any matter described in 
paragraph (a) of this section as well as 
any other arguments and supporting 
material at any time prior to the hearing. 
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(c) The presiding officer, may. at any 
time prior to the completion of the 
hearing, require either party, upon 
sufficient notice, to produce a relevant 
document in its possession; the 
presiding officer may require either 
party to produce a person in its employ 
to testify at the hearing. 

( 1625.8 Conduct of the hearing. 

(a) The hearing shall be scheduled to 
commence at the earliest appropriate 
date no less than 20 days after the date 
of the notice to the recipient required 
under $ 1625.5. 

(b) The hearing shall be held at a 
place convenient to the recipient and the 
community it serves. A hearing affecting 
more than one community shall be held 
in a single centrally located place unless 
the presiding officer determines that 
additional hearing places are required. 

(c) The presiding officer shall preside 
over the hearing, avoid delay, maintain 
order, conduct a fair hearing, and insure 
that an adequate record of die facts and 
issues is made. 

(d) The hearing shall be open to the 
public, unless, in the interests of justice 
or maintaining order, the presiding 
officer shall determine otherwise. 

(e) Unless the parties agree as a result 
of the pre-hearing conference to present 
all or part of the case on written 
submission or oral argument, the 
Corporation and the recipient each may 
present its case by written or oral 
documentary evidence, conduct 
examination and cross-examination or 
witnesses, examine any document 
submitted by another party, and submit 
rebuttal evidence. 

(f) If a party fails, without good cause, 
to produce a person or document 
required under { 1625.7(c). the presiding 
officer may make a finding adverse to 
the party, or any lesser determination 
may be made. 

(g) Technical rules of evidence shall 
not apply. The presiding officer shall 
make any procedural or evidentiary 
ruling that may help to insure full 
disclosure of the facts, to maintain 
order, or to avoid delay. Irrelevant, 
immaterial, repetitious or unduly 
prejudicial matter may be excluded. 

(h) (1) Official notice may be taken of 
published policies, rules, regulations, 
guidelines, and instruction of the 
Corporation, of any matter of which 
judicial notice may be taken in Federal 
court or of any other matter whose 
existence, authenticity, or accuracy is 
not open to serious question. 

(2) The validity of rules, regulations, 
guidelines and instructions duly 
published under Section 1008(e) of the 
Act shall not be challenged in a denial 
of refunding proceeding. 


(i) The hearing will be recorded at 
Corporation expense. The Corporation 
will send one copy of the transcript to 
the recipient and the presiding officer as 
soon as it is received. 

(j) At the discretion of (he presiding 
officer, the parties may be required or 
allowed to submit post-hearing briefs or 
proposed findings and conclusions. A 
party should note any major judicial 
transcript errors in an addenum to its 
post-hearing brief (or if no brief will be 
submitted, in a letter submitted within a 
time limit act by the presiding officer.) 

(k) The transcript and any post¬ 
hearing briefs or letters will become part 
of the record. 

{ 1625.9 Burden of proof. 

The Corporation shall have the 
obligation of proving, by a 
preponderance of the evidence 
contained in the record, any disputed 
fact relied upon by the Corporation as 
justification for denial of refunding; with 
respect to all other issues, the recipient 
shall have the obligation to establish 
that the Corporation lacked a 
substantial basis for denying refunding. 

{ 1625.10 Recommended decision. 

(a) As soon as practicable after the 
hearing is completed 8nd after 
submission of post hearing briefs or 
proposed findings and conclusions, if 
any. and normally within 10 days after 
conclusion of the hearing or final 
submissions, the presiding officer shall 
issue a written recommended decision: 

(l) Granting refunding; or 

(2) Granting refunding subject to any 
modification or condition that may 
appear necessary and appropriate on 
the basis of information disclosed at the 
hearing or adduced from the record; or 

(3) Denying refunding. 

(b) The recommended decision shall 
contain findings of the significant and 
relevant facts and shall state the 
reasons for the recommended decision. 
Findings of fact shall be based solely on 
evidence disclosed at the hearing or 
adduced from the record or on matters 
of which official notice was taken. 

{1625.11 Final decision. 

(a) If neither the Corporation nor the 
recipient requests review by the 
President, a recommended decision shall 
become final 10 days after receipt by the 
recipient. 

(b) The recipient or the Corporation 
may seek review by the President of a 
recommended decision. A request shall 
be made in writing within 5 days after 
receipt by the party of the recommended 
decision, and shall state in detail the 
reasons for seeking review. 


(c) As soon os practicable after 
receipt of a request for review of a 
recommended decision, and normally 
within 10 days, the President shall 
adopt, modify, or reverse the 
recommended decision, or direct further 
consideration of the matter. In the event 
of modification or reversal, the 
President's decision shall conform to the 
requirements of {1625.10(b). 

(d) A decision by the President shall 
become final upon receipt by the 
recipient. 

{1625.12 Extontfon of time and waiver. 

(a) Any period of time provided in 
these rules may. upon good cause shown 
and determined, be extended: 

(1) By the person making the 
preliminary determination, prior to the 
time the presiding officer is designated; 

(2) By the presiding officer, prior to 
the issuance of a recommended 
decision; or 

(3) By the President at any time. 

(b) Requests for extension of time 
shall be considered in light of the overall 
objective that the procedures prescribed 
by this part ordinarily shall be 
concluded within 60 days of the 
preliminary determination. 

(c) Any other provisions of these rulei 
may be waived or modified: 

(1) By the presiding officer with the 
assent of the recipient and counsel for 
the Corporation; or 

(2) By the President upon good cause 
shown and determined. 

{1625.13 Right to counsel 

At a hearing under $ 1625.8, the 
Corporation and the recipient each shall 
be entitled to be represented by counsel, 
or by another person. The person 
designated to represent a party may be 
an employee, or may be outside counsel 
retained for the purpose. Unless prior 
written approval is received from the 
Corporation, the fee paid to outside 
counsel shall not exceed the hourly 
equivalent of the rate of level V of the 
executive schedule specified in section 
5316 of title 5. United States Code. 

{1626.14 Reimbursement. 

If refunding is granted after a 
preliminary determination has been 
issued under 11625.11, a recipient shall 
be entitled to receive reimbursement 
from the Corporation for reasonable and 
actual expenses that were required in 
connection with proceedings under this 
part, to the extent it has prevailed, and 
where the hearing officer finds the 
Corporation's position to have been 
substantially without merit. 
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51625.15 Interim funding. 

(a) Failure by the Corporation to meet 

a time requirement of this part shall not „ 
entitle a recipient to refunding of its 
grant or contract. 

(b) Pending a final determination 
under this part, the Corporation shall 
provide the recipient with interim 
funding necessary to maintain its 
current level of legal assistance 
activities under the Act. 

51625.16 Termination funding. 

After a final determination to deny 
refunding, and without regard to 
whether a hearing has occurred, the 
Corporation may authorize temporary 
funding if necessary to enable a 
recipient to close or transfer current 
matters in a manner consistent with the 
recipient's professional responsibility to 
its present clients. 

51625.17 Nolle*. 

A notice required to be sent to a 
recipient under this part shall be sent to 
the director of the recipient and to the 
chairperson of its governing body. 

D*1e«i August 10.1983 
AIjd R Swendiman, 

General Counsel. 

ire IV FlUd S-12-63.5-45 am) 

SILUHG COOC 64KV-1S-M 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

49 CFR Part 571 

(Docket No. 74-09; Notice 13] 

Child Restraint Systems for Use In 
Motor Vehicles and Aircraft 

agency: National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration (NHTSA). 
action: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

summary: This notice proposes to 
amend Federal Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standard 213. Child restraint systems. 

that the current requirements for 
! Id restraints in that standard and in 
he Federal Aviation Administration's 
[T AA) Technical Standard Order (TSO) 
U00. Child Restraint Systems, are 
combined Into a single standard. The 
' l SO requirements would be adopted 
essentially verbatim. Simultaneous with 
J" e issuance of the combined standard. 

plans to take action to permit 
child restraints certified as meeting the 
combined Standard 213 to be used in 
aircraft. 

As amended Standard 213 would 
Provide child restraint manufacturers 
a choice between certifying their 


restraints for use in motor vehicles 
alone of for use in both motor vehicles 
and aircraft. Manufacturers which 
choose the former alternative would 
have to label their seats as being not 
certified for aircraft use. 

The amendments to Standard 213 are 
intended to encourage families traveling 
by air to use child restraints for their 
children before, during, and after the air 
travel portion of their trips. Such use is 
not possible for many families since 
most child restraints certified for use in 
motor vehicles cannot currently be used 
in aircraft. This factor acts to discourage 
families from taking their child 
restraints with them in aircraft. By 
combining the NHTSA and FAA 
standards in a single standard under the 
administration of a single agency and 
testing the ability of current child 
restraint models to meet the TSO 
requirements, the Department of 
Transportation [DOT) will speed 
certification of child restraints for use in 
both motor vehicles and aircraft. The 
FAA has indicated that it will permit 
use of existing child restraints which are 
substantively identical to ones produced 
and certified under amended Standard 
213. 

date: Comments must be submitted not 
later than September 29.1983. The 
proposed effective date is 180 days after 
the date of publication of the final rule 
in the Federal Register. 

addresses: Comments should refer to 
the docket number and be submitted to 
Docket Section. Room 5109. Nassif 
Building. 400 Seventh Street. SW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20590. (Docket hours 
are 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.) 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Val Radovich. Office of Vehicle 
Safety Standards. National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration. 400 
Seventh Street SW.. Washington. D.C 
20590 (202-426-2264). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

NHTSA has long been aware of the 
benefits of child restraints, and 
concerned about the needless deaths 
and injuries suffered by young children 
in crash situations. Recently the agency 
has been making concerted efforts to 
encourage the use of child restraints 
each time a young child is travelling. 

Safety Problem 

This notice addresses the issue of the 
safety of very young children (age 4 or 
less) in motor vehicles and aircraft. This 
issue is a significant one. particularly as 
to motor vehicles. In 1981. 633 young 
children were killed while riding as 


passengers in motor vehicles and about 
1.800 were seriously injured. 

Parents cannot adequately protect 
their very young children against this 
risk of injury and death by either 
holding them in their lap or fastening a 
simple lap belt around them. The energy 
imposed during sudden stops even at 
speeds as low as 15-20 mph makes it 
impossible for a person to hold and 
protect a child In his or her arms. Using 
a safety belt is equally inadequate for 
the purpose (especially for children 
under the age of 1) because of the 
physical dimensions, bone structure, 
and weight distribution of very young 
children. 

NTSB Recommendation 

The agency's concerns were 
heightened by recent suggestions of the 
National Transportation Safety Board 
(NTSB). The NTSB recently considered 
the problem of the safety of very young 
children in motor vehicles and aircraft 
and urged that a variety of actions be 
taken to promote the use of child 
restraints. It urged that all States adopt 
laws requiring that infants and very 
young children be placed in child 
restraints when riding in motor vehicles. 
It also recommended that the DOT 
simplify its standards specifying 
performance requirements for child 
restraints. (NTSB Safety 
Recommendations A-83-1, issued 
February 24,1983). 

NHTSA Child Restraint Standard 

Protection of very young children in 
motor vehicles and aircraft requires a 
supplementary seating device to 
position and hold them in place. As an 
initial step toward ensuring the 
availability of such devices. NHTSA 
issued Standard 213 in 1970. The 
standard, which was issued under the 
National Traffic and Motor Vehicle 
Safety Act (the Safety Act), became 
effective in 1971. As then drafted, it 
specified various static tests to promote 
the safe performance of child restraints. 

The standard was issued in its current 
form in 1979 and became effective 
January 1 . 1981. Under the current 
standard, the performance of child 
restraint systems is evaluated in 
dynamic test9 under conditions 
simulating a frontal crash of an average 
car at 30 mph. The restraint system is 
anchored by a lap belt, and, if provided 
with the restraint by a supplementary 
anchorage belt (known as a tether 
strap). An additional frontal impact test 
at 20 mph is conducted for restraints 
equipped with either tether straps or 
internal harness and arm rests. In that 
additional test, child restraints with 
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tether straps are tested with the straps 
detached and child restraints with arm 
rests are tested with arm rests in place 
but with the child restraint system 
internal harness unbuckled. The 
additional 20 mph tests are intended to 
ensure a minimum level of safety 
performance when the restraints are 
improperly used. Both the 20 mph and 30 
mph tests are conducted with the child 
restraint fastened to a seat representing 
the typical motor vehicle bench seat. 

To protect the child, limits are set on 
the amount of force exerted on the head 
and chest of a child test dummy during 
the dynamic testing of restraints 
specified for children over 20 pounds, 
limits are also set on the amount of 
frontal head and knee excursions 
experienced by the test dummy in 
forward-facing child restraints and 
harnesses. To prevent a small child from 
being ejected from a rearward-facing 
restraint limits are set on the amount 
that the seat can tip forward and on the 
amount of excursion experienced by the 
test dummy during the simulated crash. 

Compliance of child restraints with 
Standard 213 is assured by the 
requirement in the Safety Act that 
manufacturers certify the compliance of 
each child restraint The agency may 
review the basis for that certification 
and conduct testing to assure 
compliance. The Safety Act provides for 
the assessment of civil penalities for 
failures to comply with applicable safety 
standards, and for certifications made 
by a manufacturer who knows in the 
exercise of due care that the 
certifications are false or misleading in a 
material respect. 

The NHTSA has been working hard to 
promote the usage of child restraints 
produced under Standard 213. The 
agency has been advising the States on 
the drafting of mandatory child restraint 
usage laws. Those laws have now been 
enacted in more than 39 States. These 
laws have acted as a powerful spur to 
the purchase and usage of child 
restraints. They have also increased the 
public’s awareness of the safety 
consequences of permitting children to 
ride in motor vehicles unprotected by a 
child restraint. 

In addition, the NHTSA has been 
working to educate the public on the 
benefits of child restraints. Working 
with medical professionals, childbirth 
educational programs and others, the 
agency has provided information to 
pediatricians and prospective parents 
on ways to protect their children in 
motor vehicles. Further, the agency has 
developed manuals on how to develop a 
child restraint loaner program that can 
assist parents unable to afford their own 
child restraints. 


All of these factors have succeeded In 
greatly increasing the use of child 
restraints by children in motor vehicles. 
Currently, restraint usage for infants 
less than one year old is almost 45 
percent. For children ages 1 to 4, the rate 
is about 20 percent. 

FAA Child Restraint Standard 

In May 1982, the FAA issued its own 
child restraint standard. Technical 
Standard Order Cl00 ((TSO) Cl00). One 
of the key factors underlying the 
development of (TSO) Cl00 was child 
restraint testing conducted by the Civil 
Aeromedica! Institute in 1974. The 
results of that testing appeared in FAA 
test report “Child Restraint Systems for 
Civil Aircraft 4 (l-AA—AM—70—12, March 
1978). Another factor was the FAA's 
determination that differences in the 
environments of aircraft and motor 
vehicles necessitated Its establishing 
performance requirements to address 
the special safety risks to very young 
children traveling in aircraft. One of 
those differences is the characteristic of 
the seat back of aircraft seats to fold 
forward with the application of a very 
low force. The FAA determined that 
there was a need to control the 
interaction between the very young 
child, especially those riding while 
facing rearward, and the seat back to 
ensure that the seat back does not apply 
unacceptable levels of force on the 
child The FAA also determined that 
there was a need to address the danger 
that in-flight turbulence (especially in 
the upward direction) might throw a 
child out of his or her child restraint. 

Accordingly, the FAA drafted (TSO) 
ClOO so that it requires each child 
restraint to meet the requirements of 
NHTSA’s Standard 213 and several 
additional requirements. First while 
attached by an aircraft safety belt to a 
representative aircraft passenger seat 
with a free-folding seat back, and 
occupied by a test dummy, each child 
restraint must provide protection in an 
impact producing a 20 mph velocity 
change. In that impact the restraint may 
not fail or deform in a manner that could 
seriously injure or prevent subsequent 
removal of a child occupant. Second, 
each child restraint must contain its 
occupant in inversion tests. When the 
combination of child seat 
representative aircraft passenger seat 
and test dummy is rotated to an inverted 
position, there must be neither failure 
nor deformation that could seriously 
injure or prevent subsequent removal of 
a child occupant. Third, each child 
restraint must withstand the ultimate 
inertia forces specified in Federal 
Aviation Regulations (FAR) { 25.561 (14 
CFR 25.561) acting separately. Fourth. 


(TSO) ClOO specifies requirements for 
marking child restraints with assembly 
and usage instructions, providing a copy 
of such instructions to child restraint 
users and submitting those instructiuns 
and various technical information and 
test results to the FAA. In addition, the 
TSO procedures In Subpart O of FAR 
Part 21 (14 CFR Part 21) require the 
establishment and maintenance of a 
manufacturer quality control system. 

In order for a manufacturer’s child 
restraint to be approved for use in 
aircraft, the manufacturer must submit 
specified information to the FAA along 
with a certifying settement that the 
restraint meets the requirements of 
(TSO) ClOO. Once approved by the FAA, 
the restraint could be used for infants or 
young children during all phases of 
flight, including takeoff and landing. An 
infant or child properly placed in the 
device, which in turn is properly secured 
in on approved aircraft seat using the 
safety belt, is considered by the FAA to 
comply with 88 121.311(b), 125.211(b). 
and 127.109(b) (14 CFR Parts 121, 125. 
and 127). These provisions require each 
person to occupy an approved seat 
during takeoff and landing. Once a 
particular child restraint model has been 
approved by the FAA, child restraints 
that were manufactured prior to date of 
approval would be acceptable for use in 
aircraft during ail phases of flight as 
long as those earlier child restraints 
were substantively identical to the 
approved one and were properly 
identified as to make and model by a 
Standard 213 label. 

Availability of Child Restraints for Use 
in Motor Vehicles and Aircraft 

There is a disparity between the 
number of child restraints available for 
use in motor vehicles and the number 
for use in aircraft. Approximately 
8,000.000 child restraints have been 
produced under the current Standard 
213 for use in motor vehicles and 
another 3,000.000 are being produced 
annually. Five of the approximately 28 
models of child restraints have been 
submitted for FAA approval. TSO 
Authorizations have been issued to two 
manufacturers for these five models of 
child restraints (Cosco/Peterson Model 
78 and the Century Models 4100,4200. 
4300, and 4500). These five models 
constitute approximately 16 percent of 
the existing 8,000.000 child restraints in 
use. 

The lack of approval of most motor 
vehicle child restraints for use In aircraft 
has several adverse safety 
consequences. One is that families 
traveling by air are discouraged from 
taking unapproved child restraints with 
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them and using them at their destination 
to protect their children when the family 
is out driving. Another is that if families 
nevertheless take their unapproved 
child restraints on their trips, usually 
they must put the restraints in the 
Aircraft cargo compartment instead of 
using them to protect their children 
during takeoff and landing. 

Combination of the NHTSA and FAA 
Standards into a Single Standard 

The NHTSA and FAA believe that the 
process of certifying child restraints for 
use in both motor vehicles and aircraft 
must be simplified and expedited. This 
proposal would achieve that purpose by 
incorporating the (TSO) C100 
performance requirements essentially 
verbatim in Standard 213. 

A combined standard would eliminate 
the necessity for child restraint 
manufacturers to comply with the 
standards and with the certification and 
enforcement schemes of two different 
agencies. The NHTSA would be the sole 
agency responsible for enforcing the 
new combined standard. 

Placing the (TSO) Cl00 performance 
requirements in combined Standard 213 
would also have the advantage of 
allowing manufacturers to certify 
compliance with those requirements 
under the self-certification scheme of 
the Safety Act While that self- 
certification scheme requires 
manufacturers to exercise due care 
through tests and analyses before 
certifying compliance, it is a simpler and 
less formal process than the FAA TSO 
approval scheme. Manufacturers 
choosing to comply with both the 
requirements in current Standard 213 
and those that would be added from 
(TSO) C100 would certify their restraints 
in the same manner that they now 
certify them under the Safety Act. which 
is hy their own self-certification label on 
the restraint device. The NHTSA 
through its enforcement division would 
then test samples of the devices to 
ensure compliance. 

The FAA. for its part, would revise its 
existing TSO. Thereafter, restraint 
devices that comply with all 
requirements In amended Standard 213 
would be permitted to be used in 
aircraft without any further showing of 
compliance. In addition, existing child 
restraints substantively identical to 
those certified as complying with 
amended Standard 213 could be used in 
aircraft. 

facilitating the availability of child 
restraints capable of being used in both 
aircraft and motor vehicles would have 
positive safety consequences. For those 
parents who choose to use a child 
restraint during flight, the additional 


benefit of the restraint’s protection 
would be available for the child in the 
event of air turbulence, aborted takeoff, 
or emergency landing. The child w ould 
be far better protected than it would 
otherwise be were It simply held in its 
parent’s arms. The children most likely 
to benefit from such child restraint use 
are those who are ages CM and, in 
articular, those already required to 
ave tickets for their own seats on 
flights with their parents. Those children 
currently are held in place either by 
aircraft safety belts or by responsible 
adults if the children are less than 2 
years old. As in the case of motor 
vehicles, those belts are designed 
primarily to protect adults and provide 
only limited safety benefits for small 
children. The benefits would also be 
provided for an infant under 2 years of 
age whose parents might choose to 
purchase an additional ticket for a seat 
for their child so that the child can be 
protected in a child restraint during 
flight. 

From the position of the NHTSA. 
however, the largest and most important 
improvement in safety would come 
through the increased usage of child 
restraints in motor vehicles after the 
family's arrival at its destination, if child 
restraints are usable during flight, the 
agency believes more parents would 
take those child restraints with them 
and use them in motor vihicles at the 
point of destination. This would greatly 
enhance the safety of children and 
would provide desirable safety benefits 
at minimal additional cost. 

Summary of Amendments 

This proposal would add four 
performance tests for each restraint 
adjustment position to Standard 213. 
Three of the tests are taken almost 
verbatim from (TSO) C100. The fourth is 
a variant of the Standard 213 30 mph 
impact test and is intended to ensure the 
safety in aircraft of child restraints 
equipped with tethers. It is conducted 
with the tether detached instead of 
attached as in Standard 213. 

There would be a dynamic impact test 
at 20 mph for all restraints which are not 
equipped with tethers. In the impact the 
restraint would not be permitted to fail 
or to deform in a manner that could 
seriously injure or prevent the 
subsequent removal of its occupant. 

This test is taken from paragraph 
(a)(2)(i) of (TSO) C100. 

Those restraints equipped with tethers 
would be subjected to a similar impact 
test, except that the impact speed would 
be 30 mph. In those tests, the tethers 
would not be attached. However, the 
FAA believes that all child restraints 
should be evaluated in 30 mph tests 


restrained only by a lap belt. While 
tethered child restraints are tested at 30 
mph under current Standard 213, they 
are restrained in those tests both by a 
lap belt and by the tether. The DOT is 
planning to test tethered restraints for 
aircraft use. If the results from these 
tests demonstrate that such restraints do 
not provide adequate aircraft safety 
performance, the DOT may consider 
developing additional criteria to aid in 
evaluating those restraints. 

Restraints would also be tested for 
inversion to protect the child from air 
turbulence. This test, which is specified 
in paragraph (a)(2)(ii) of (TSO) C100, 
would require the combination of a child 
seat, aircraft passenger seat, and test 
dummy to be rotated to an inverted 
position and held there without there 
being any failure or deformation that 
could seriously injure or prevent the 
subsequent removal of a child occupant. 
Clearly, the child must be safely 
retained within the restraint device. 

Finally, each child reatraint must 
withstand the ultimate inertia forces 
specified in FAR } 25.561 (14 CFR 
25.561) acting separately. This 
requirement is specified in paragraph 
(a)(2)(iii) of (TSO) C100. Analysis is 
acceptable in lieu of testing to establish 
compliance with this requirement. 

The procedures to be used in 
conducting these tests and analyses are 
drawn from paragraph (a)(2)(iv) of 
(TSO) Cl00. They provide for the testing 
or analysis of each child restraint to 
determine its adequacy for protecting 
the weight and stature of child for which 
the restraint is designed. The test 
dummies are those specified in section 
S7 of Standard 213. Other procedural 
provisions relate to the placing of the 
test dummy in the restraint, the 
attaching of the restraint to the aircraft 
seat, and the design of the aircraft seat. 

The combined Standard 213 proposed 
by this notice would permit child 
restraint manufacturers to certify their 
restraints either as complying with all 
provisions of the standard and thus 
suitable for use in both aircraft and 
motor vehicles or as complying with 
only those provisions which are in the 
current Standard 213, thus usable in 
motor vehicles only. Manufacturers 
selecting the latter option would be 
required to include the statement. ’’THIS 
RESTRAINT IS NOT CERTIFIED FOR 
USE IN AIRCRAFT,” in the certification 
label and operating instructions of each 
child restraint. This will ensure that 
parents seeking to buy restraints for 
both modes of transportation and airline 
flight attendants will easily be able to 
ascertain whether a restraint may be 
used in an aircraft. 
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DOT Testing of Child Restraints under 
Proposed New Requirements 

To assist manufacturers in gathering 
test data and to encourage 
manufacturers to certify their restraints 
for use in both modes of transportation, 
the NHTSA and FAA plan to test many 
models of child restraints for 
compliance with the present (TSO) ClOO 
requirements. The test results generated 
by this program will be made available 
to each manufacturer whose product is 
tested. Pending approval of the new 
combined Standard 213. these 
manufacturers may pursue early TSO 
approval of their child restraints using 
the test data. It is anticipated that this 
testing will be conducted shortly. 
Additionally, the DOT will work closely 
with all manufacturers desiring to make 
their restraints comply with these new 
requirements. 

Impacts 

The NHTSA has evaluated the 
economic and other impacts of this 
proposed amendment and has 
determined that it is not major as 
defined by Executive Order 12291 nor 
significant as defined by the Department 
of Transportation’s regulatory policies 
and procedures. The proposed 
amendment simply combines two 
existing government regulations into one 
regulation. It would not impose any new 
burdens upon any manufacturer. If a 
child restraint manufacturer chose to 
undertake testing in accordance with the 
new optional requirements, its Standard 
213 testing costs would increase. 
However, the total testing coats for 
combined Standard 213 would be not 
greater than, and possibly less than, the 
total for testing now to current Standard 
213 and (TSO) ClOO. Most of the added 
Standard 213 expense would arise from 
the new dynamic tests. It is estimated 
that the additional cost would be $1,500 
per adjustment position. Thus, the total 
cost might be $5,000 to $10,000 per seat 
depending upon the number of positions 
of each seat 

These testing costs could be offset 
somewhat by testing that the 
Department of Transportation plans to 
conduct. Also, the reduced burden upon 
manufacturers to certify to two different 
agencies* regulations might provide a 
slightly reduced cost of compliance upon 
the industry. Since the impacts would be 
minimal, a regulatory evaluation has not 
been prepared. 

In accordance with the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. the NHTSA has 
evaluated the effects of this action on 
small entities. Based upon this 
evaluation. I certify that the proposed 
amendments to Standard 213 would not 


have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entitles. 
Accordingly, no regulatory flexibility 
analysis has been prepared. 

This certification is based on the 
discussion above pursuant to E.0.12291. 
In addition, the NHTSA notes that while 
some of the child seat manufacturers are 
small businesses, the requirements 
proposed today are optional and need 
not be met by any manufacturer. Those 
manufacturers desiring to comply with 
the existing requirements of both 
agencies may find that their costs would 
not be reduced, reflecting a benefit to 
those small businesses. 

The NHTSA has also analyzed this 
proposal for the purposes of the 
National Environmental Policy Act. The 
NHTSA concludes that the proposed 
amendments would not have a 
significant effect on the human 
environment. 

Comments 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit comments on the proposal. It is 
requested but not required that 10 copies 
be submitted. 

All comments must be limited not to 
exceed 15 pages in length. Necessary 
attachments may be appended to these 
submissions without regard to the 15 
page limit This limitation is intended to 
encourage commenters to detail their 
primary arguments in a concise fashion. 

If a commenter wishes to submit 
certain information under a claim of 
confidentiality, three copies of the 
complete submission, including 
purportedly confidential information, 
should be submitted to the Chief 
Counsel, NHTSA. at the street address 
given above, and seven copies from 
which the purportedly confidential 
information has been deleted should be 
submitted to the Docket Section. A 
request for confidentiality should be 
accompanied by a cover letter setting 
forth the information specified in the 
NHTSA* s confidential business 
information regulation (49 CFR Part 512). 

All comments received before the 
close of business on the comment 
closing date indicated above will be 
considered, and will be available for 
examination in the docket at the above 
address both before and after that date. 
To the extent possible, comments filed 
after the closing date will also be 
considered. However, the rulemaking 
action may proceed at any time after 
that date, and comments received after 
the closing date and too late for 
consideration in regard to the action will 
be treated as suggestions for future 
rulemaking. The NHTSA will continue 
to file relevant material as it becomes 
available in the docket after the closing 


date, and it is recommended that 
interested persons continue to examine 
the docket for new material. 

Those persons desiring to be notified 
upon receipt of their comments in the 
rules docket should enclose, in the 
envelope with their comments, a self- 
addressed stamped postcard. Upon 
receiving the comments, the docket 
supervisor will return the postcard by 
mail. 

List of Subjects in 49 CFR 571 

Imports. Motor vehicle safety. Motor 
vehicles. Rubber and rubber products 
Tires. 

The Proposal 

PART 571—(AMENDED! 

In accordance with the foregoing, the 
following amendment to Title 49 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations. Part 571. 

S 571.213, are proposed. 

5 571.213 (Amended) 

1. Section Si would be amended to 
read as follows: 

51. Scope. This standard specifies 
requirements for child restraint systems 
used in motor vehicles and aircraft. 

2. Section S2 would be amended to 
read as follows: 

52. Purpose . The purpose of this 
standard is to reduce the number of 
children killed or injured in motor 
vehicle crashes and in aircraft. 

3. Section S3 would be amended to 
read as follows: 

53. Application. This standard 
applies to child restraint systems for use 
in motor vehicles and aircraft. 

4. The definition of “Child restraint 
system*' in section S4 would be 
amended to read as follows: 

“Child restraint system" means any 
device except Type I or Type II seat 
belts, designed for use in a motor 
vehicle or aircraft to restrain, seat, or 
position children who weigh 50 pounds 
or less. 

5. Section 84 would be amended by 
adding the following new definitions in 
alphabetical order 

"Representative aircraft passenger 
seat" means either a Federal Aviation 
Administration approved production 
aircraft passenger seat or a simulated 
aircraft passenger seat conforming to 
Drawing Package SAS-100-2000. 

8. Section S5 would be amended to 
read as follows: 

S5. Requirements for child restraint 
systems certified for use in motor 
vehicles . Each child restraint certified 
for use in motor vehicles shall meet the 
requirements in this section when, as 
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{• r rified. tested in accordance with 

S8.1. 

7 Section S5.S.2 would be revised by 
the addition of a new paragraph (m) 
which would read as follows: 

(m) Child restraints that are not 
certified as complying with the 
provisions of section S8 shall be labeled 
with the statement 'THIS RESTRAINT 
IS NOT CERTIFIED FOR USE IN AN 
AIRCRAFT". This statement shall be in 
red lettering and underlined in red. This 
statement shall be placed after the 
certflcation statement required by 
paragraph (e) of this section. 

8. Section S5.6.6 would be 
redesignated as S5.6.7 and a new 
paragraph S5.G.6 would be added to 
read: 

S5.6.8 For child restraints that are 
not certified as complying with the 
provisions of S8, the instructions shall 
contain the following statement: 

' This restraint is not certified for use 
in an aircraft" 

9. Section S7.3 would be revised to 
read as follows; 

S7.3 Standard sect assemblies. The 
standard seat assemblies used in testing 
under this standard are: 

(a) For testing for motor vehicle use, a 
simulated vehicle bench seat, with three 
seating positions, which is described in 
Drawing Package SAS-l00-1000 
(consisting of drawings and a bill of a 
materials); and 

(b) For testing for aircraft use, a 
representative aircraft passenger seat. 

10. A new section S8 would be added 
to the standard to read as follows: 

S8. Requirements, test conditions, 
and procedures for child restraint 
systems manufactured for use in an 
aircraft Each child restraint system 
manufactured for use in both motor 
vehicles and aircraft must comply with 
si! of the applicable test requirements 
specified in section S5 and. when tested 
in accordance with the conditions and 
procedures of S&5, the additional 
requirements specified in sections S 8.1 
trough S8.4. 

S&l A child restraint system not 
equipped with a tether, when tested in a 
representative aircraft passenger seat 
<md fastened only with an approved 
aircraft safety belt, must be capable of 
providing protection during an impact 
'vmch produces a 20 mph velocity 
chana with the acceleration-time curve 
entirely within the curve shown in 
vW* 9 & and the system may not fail nor 
r 1 form in a manner that could seriously 
injure or prevent subsequent extrication 
°* ® child occupant 

^ 2 A child restraint system 
equipped with a tether strap, when 
t ste ° * n * representative aircraft 
Passenger seat and fastened only with 


an approved aircraft safety belt (tether 
strap unattached), must be capable of 
providing protection during an impact 
which produces a 30 mph velocity 
change with the acceleration-time curve 
entirely within the curve shown in 
Figure 2; and the system may not fail nor 
deform In a manner that could seriously 
injure or prevent subsequent extrication 
of a child occupant. 

563 Child containment for 
conditions of in-flight turbulence must 
be determined by inversion tests. The 
combination of a representative aircraft 
passenger seat, child restraint system, 
and appropriate test dummy must be 
rotated from the normal unright position 
to an inverted position. The combination 
must remain inverted for at least 3 
seconds with neither failure nor 
deformation that could seriously injure 
or prevent subsequent extrication of a 
child occupant. Child containment must 
be demonstrated for rotation in the 
forward direction and a sideward 
direction. 

564 Each child restraint system 
must withstand the prescribed ultimate 
inertia forces specified by the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) in 14 
CFR 25.561 acting separately. 
Compliance may be demonstrated by 
structural analysis if the structure 
conforms to conventional types for 
which existing methods of analyses are 
known to be reliable; a combination of 
structural analysis and static load tests 
to limit loads: or static load tests to 
ultimate loads. 

S8.5 Each configuration and mode of 
installation must be tested or analyzed 
for protection of a child of a weight and 
stature for which the child restraint 
system is designed. When testing is 
used, the child occupant must be 
simulated with an appropriate test 
dummy as specified in paragraph S7. 
Placement of each restraint system in a 
representative aircraft passenger seat 
and placement of the test dummy must 
be in accordance with the 
manufacturer's instructions. Each child 
restraint system must be attached to the 
scat by means of an aircraft safety belt 
without supplementary anchorage belts 
or tether straps: FAA Technical 
Standard Order approved safety belt 
extensions may be used The 
representative aircraft passenger seat 
used in each test must have a seat back 
that is completely free to fold over. 

• • • • • 

(Secs. 103.100. Pub. L 60-563, 60 StaL 716 (15 
U.S.C. 1392 and 1407); delegation of authority 
at 40 CFR 1-50) 


Issued on August 8.1983. 
Diana 1C Steed. 

Deputy Administrator. 

|KK Doc K-X20SZ Filed 1CMO MJ «m| 

BILLING COOS 4S1S-6S-N 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
50 CFR Part 20 

Proposed Frameworks for Late 
Season Migratory Bird Hunting 
Regulations 

agency; Fish and Wildlife Service. 
Interior. 

action: Supplemental proposed rule. 

summary: This document supplements 
proposed rulemakings published in the 
Federal Register on April 5 and June 17, 
1983 (48 FR 14700 and 48 FR 27799) and 
sets forth proposed frameworks (i.e., the 
outer limits for dates and times when 
shooting may occur, hunting areas, and 
the number of birds which may be taken 
and possessed) for late season 
migratory bird hunting regulations for 
the 1983-84 season. These seasons 
generally commence on or about 
October 1,1983, and include most of 
those for waterfowl. 

Except as noted, frameworks will be 
similar to those in effect last hunting 
season. The Service propose to continue 
its pro(pam of stabilized duck hunting 
regulations in the 1983-84 hunting 
season as the fourth year of a 5-year 
cooperative study with Canada. 

The Service annually prescribes 
migratory bird hunting regulations 
frameworks to the States. The effect of 
tills proposed rule is to facilitate the 
selection of hunting seasons by the 
States and to further the establishment 
of the late season migratory bird hunting 
regulations for the 1963-84 season. 
dates: The comment period for these 
proposed late season frameworks will 
end on August 24.1983. 

AOORE5S COMMENTS to: Director (FWS/ 
MEMO), U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Department of the Interior. Washington, 
D C 20240. Comments received on these 
proposed late season frameworks will 
be available for public inspection during 
normal business hours in Room 538, 
Matomic Building, 1717 H Street. NW.. 
Washington. D.C The Service's 
biological opinions resulting from its 
consultation under Section 7 of the 
Fuidangered Species Act are available 
for public inspection in or available 
from the Office of Endangered Species 
and the Office of Migratory Bird 
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Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior. 
Washington. D.C. 20240. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

John P. Rogers, Chief. Office of 
Migratory Bird Management. U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior. Washington. D.C. 20240: (202- 
254-3207).. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act of July 3.1918 
(40 Stat. 755; 16 U.S.C. 703 et seq.), as 
amended, authorizes and directs the 
Secretary of the Interior, having due 
regard for the zones of temperature and 
for the distribution, abundance, 
economic value, breeding habits, and 
times and lines of flight of migratory 
game birds to determine when, to what 
extent, and by what means such birds or 
any part, nest, or egg thereof may be 
taken, hunted, captured, killed, 
possessed, sold, purchased, shipped, 
carried, exported, or transported. 

On April 5.1983. the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (hereinafter the 
Service) published for public comment 
in the Federal Register (48 FR 14700) a 
proposal to amend 50 CFR Part 20, with 
comment periods ending June 22, July 15, 
and August 24,1983, respectively, for the 
1983-84 hunting season frameworks 
proposed for Alaska. Puerto Rico, and 
the Virgin Islands; other early seasons; 
and the late seasons. That document 
dealt with the establishment of hunting 
seasons, hours, areas, and Limits for 
migratory game birds under $S 20.101 
through 20.107 and 20.109 of Subpart K. 
On June 17,1983, the Service published 
in the Federal Register (48 FR 27799) a 
second document consisting of a 
supplemental proposed rulemaking 
dealing with both the early and late 
season frameworks. On July 7.1983. the 
Service published for public comment in 
the Federal Register (48 FR 31266) a 
third document consisting of a proposed 
rulemaking dealing specifically with 
frameworks for early season migratory 
bird hunting regulations. On July 22. 

1983, the Service published in the 
Federal Register (48 FR 33488) a fourth 
document containing final frameworks 
for Alaska, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin 
Islands. On August 3,1983, the Service 
published a fifth document (48 FR 35100) 
containing final frameworks for other 
early migratory bird hunting seasons 
from which State wildlife conservation 
agency officials selected early season 
hunting dates, huurs, areas, and limits 
for the 1983-84 season. On August 3, 
1983, the Service published a sixth 
document consisting of a supplemental 
proposed rulemaking (48 FR 35153) 
dealing with hunting regulations for 
black ducks in three Atlantic Flyway 


States. This document is the seventh in 
the series and deals specifically with 
proposed frameworks for the 1983 late 
season migratory bird hunting 
regulations. Before September 1,1983, 
the Service will publish in the Federal 
Register an eighth document consisting 
of a final rule amending Subpart K of 50 
CFR Part 20 to set hunting seasons, 
hours, areas, and limits for mourning 
doves, white-winged doves, band-tailed 
pigeons, rails, woodcock, snipe, and 
gallinules: September teal seasons; sea 
ducks in certain defined areas of the 
Atlantic Flyway; ducks in September in 
four States: sandhill cranes in the 
Central and Pacific Flyways; sandhill 
cranes and Canada geese in 
southwestern Wyoming: migratory game 
birds in Alaska, Hawaii. Puerto Rico, 
and the Virgin Islands; and special » 
falconry seasons. 

These proposed regulations contain 
no information collections subject to 
Office of Management and Budget 
review under the Paperwork Reduction 
Act of 1980. 

Review of Public Comments and Service 
Response 

Comments Received at Public 
Hearing . Eight statements were offered 
a! the August 2,1983, public hearing. 
Portions of some of these statements 
were related to matters outside the 
purpose of the hearing. Each statement 
is summarized below and relevant 
portions are addressed in the responses. 

Mr. Scott Feierabend. representing the 
National Wildlife Federation (NWF). 
supported continuation of stabilized 
regulations, and the proposed 
regulations for canvasbacks. black 
ducks, and shooting hours. He 
encouraged the Service to reconsider its 
position on the hunting of whistling 
swans, Indicating that the NWF concurs 
with the Altantic Flyway Council on this 
point and believes that significant 
recreational, economic and social 
benefits would accure from a properly 
regulated swan hunt. He commended 
the Service for professional and 
responsible handling of the black duck 
issue during the past 12 months, and 
recommended that more liberal 
regulations be considered for hunting 
mallards in important black duck 
ranges. 

Ms. Susan Hagood, representing 
Defenders of Wildlife, asserted that the 
Service is not adequately meeting its 
obligation to limit harvests of various 
species of ducks by continuing 
stabilized regulations. She stated that 
some species such as sea ducks are 
being compromised and there is cause 
for alarm concerning several other 
species. She stated that mallard, pintail. 


and blue-winged teal populations are 
low and declining and their production 
is low; the declines could clearly be 
moderated by more restrictive hunting 
regulations, and hunting is the mortality 
factor most easily controlled. She 
recommended against an experimental 
canvasback season in the Atlantic 
Flyway in 1983 because canvasback 
numbers and production are low when 
compared to average conditions. 

Richard Poelker, representing the 
Pacific Flyway Council (PFC), noted that 
the PFC supports the regulations 
proposed by the Service but 
recommends that California be allowed 
to select seasons for its Northeastern 
Zone Independent of those selected by 
Oregon, that the experimental waterfowl 
zones in Nevada be made permanent, 
and that the whistling swan season in 
Nevada be expanded to include Lyon 
and Pershing Counties and the number 
of permits increased to 650. He 
described restrictive measures being 
taken by States within the Federal 
frameworks to restrict the harvest of 
brant and dusky Canada geese. The PFC 
supports planned cooperative 
approaches by the Service, Alaska 
Department of Fish and Game, and 
Native leadership to reverse declines of 
certain goose species. He objected to 
any further extension of duck season 
frameworks during the experimental 
period of stabilized regulations beyond 
the framework closing dates already in 
effect 

Dr. Laurence R. Jahn. representing the 
Wildlife Management Institute, 
supported the prospective North 
American Waterfowl Management Plan 
and urged that it should emphasize 
species and populations, and protection 
of their habitats. He stated that the 
impact of subsistence harvest should be 
considered in developing management 
strategies for certain species of geese 
nesting in Alaska. He indicated that a 
revised management strategy for 
canvasbacks was timely but suggested 
that estimates of average population 
levels be based on the period 1955 to 
date rather than the most recent 20 -year 
period. He suggested that consideration 
be given to the possibility that 
canvasback population objectives might 
reasonably be significantly greater than 
the long-term average population. He 
endorsed the coordinated and 
cooperative efforts to reduce the harvest 
of black ducks by at least 25% for five 
years beginning in 1983. and 
commended the program being 
undertaken to inform hunters about the 
black duck situation. The effectiveness 
of new restrictions on black duck 
hunting this year should be evaluated 
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and the factors other than hunting 
thould be identified. He recommended 
that the status of mallards and several 
populations of geese that nest in Alaska 
be given concerted attention. 

Mr. John M. Anderson, representing 
the National Audubon Society, 
recommended completion of the 5-year 
period of stabilized regulations and 
related studies unless it can be shown 
that this jeopardizes the duck 
population. He expressed support for 
proposals to reduce the harvest of black 
ducks, and recommended that there be 
timely evaluation of such efforts. He 
noted that there were not biological 
reasons to oppose hunting seasons on 
the eastern population of whistling 
swans. 

Mr. Dale E. Whitesell, representing 
Ducks Unlimited (D.U.), stated that D.U. 
was encouraged by plans to begin 
development of a North American 
Waterfowl Management Plan in 1984. 

He commended legislation developed by 
the Secretary of the Interior for 
wetlands protection because it has 
stimulated public attention to the need 
to preserve wetlands. He supported the 
program of stabilized regulations and its 
evaluation. He expressed concern about 
the status of several populations of 
geese that breed in Alaska, particularly 
»s they may be impacted by subsistence 
hunters. He summarized recent 
production surveys by D.U. field 
workers in certain Canadian waterfowl 
areas that indicated improved 
production of ducks in 1983. 

Mr. Kenneth Wich, representing the 
Atlantic Flyway Council (AFC), 
expressed support for the proposed 
regulations frameworks for the 1983-84 
hunting season. He advised that the 
AFC supported a whistling (tundra) 
swan season in North Carolina 
beginning the 1984-85 hunting season 
and requested the Service provide the 
earliest practical notice of this proposal. 

Ms. Jennifer Lewis, representing the 
1 humane Society of the United States 
(HSUS), referred to previous comments 
submitted to the Service by HSUS 
regarding proposed 1983 harvest 
restriction* on black ducks, and 
submitted a copy of those comments for 
[p Public hearing record. She expressed 
le v few of HSUS that the Service must 
provide a rationale for the proposed 25% 
reduction in harvest in the Atlantic 
I iyway and asserted that the only basis 
r»r this percentage reduction is that it is 
ma *iniujn reduction palatable to the 
’nf le *’ ^ urt ^ er commented that: (a) 

, Service must justify allowing States 
o reduce the daily bag limit on black 
duck* from 2 to 1 when previous 
evaluations indicated this would not 
Vvor * : IkJ an environmental assessment 


(EA) of black duck harvest restrictions 
in 1983 is not sufficient because the 
restrictions represent a new program for 
which a full environmental impact 
statement (EIS). is needed: (c) if an EA 
rather than an EIS is used, the final EA 
must include a complete analysis of 
comments received on the draft as in a 
final EIS; (d) in regard to the above, the 
Service must discuss regulatory options 
ranging from a complete closure of black 
duck hunting through 75. 50. 25. and 0 
percent reductions in harvest. 

Response to Comments at Public 
Hearing 

Stabilizing Regulations for Duck 
Hunting . The recommendation by 
Defenders of Wildlife against 
continuation of stabilized regulations 
was considered in the light of the 
following circumstances. In 198a the 
Service developed an environmental 
assessment of stabilized hunting 
regulations which included safeguards 
to be considered in connection with 
population levels of the various species 
of ducks during the course of the 
program. At that time it was noted that 
if the combined breeding population 
index for 10 species of ducks in 
surveyed areas (mallard, gadwal). 
wigeon, green-winged teal, blue-winged 
teal, shoveler, pintail, redhead, 
canvasback. and scaup) fell below 30 
million including 5.5 million mallards, 
for two consecutive years, the program 
would be reviewed and a determination 
made whether to continue or curtail it. 
The 1982 breeding population index for 
these species was 38.6 million including 
6.7 million mallards. The 1983 index is 
38.6 million, including 7.1 million 
mallards, and increase over 1982. These 
indices are above levels at which 
termination of the program would be 
considered. A purpose of the 5-year 
program for stabilized regulations is to 
better understand the relationships 
between regulations, harvests, and duck 
populations. The 1983-84 hunting season 
is the 4th year of the stabilized 
regulations program. Changing 
regulations for duck season lengths and 
bag limits at this time would weaken the 
evaluation of those relationships, and is 
believed to be unnecessary and 
undesirable. 

Whistling (tundra) Swan . The 
National Wildlife Federation 
recommended the Service reconsider 
proposals for swan hunting. The Service 
earlier deferred initiation of seasons to 
hunt Eastern Population whistling swans 
(48 FR 27806). This has been 
reconsidered on the basis of additional 
recommendations from the Flyway 
Councils and a limited seasons for 
hunting whistling swans in Montana, 


North Dakota and South Dakota is 
proposed. The Service also proposes to 
make changes in frameworks for swan 
seasons and permits in Nevada as 
recommended by the Pacific Flyway 
Council, and in keeping with 
management guidelines for the Western 
Population of whistling swans. 

Canvasbacks. A draft environmental 
assessment entitled Proposed Hunting 
Regulations on Canvasback Ducks 1983 
has been distributed by the Service for 
review and comment (48 FR 35153). At 
the August 2,1983. public hearing the 
Service proposed regulations that 
included provisions for a limited 
experimental hunting season on 
canvasbacks in the Atlantic Flyway as 
discussed in the environmental 
assessment. 

Defenders of Wildlife objected to the 
experimental season in the Atlantic 
Flyway on the grounds that the 
population and production of the species 
are low compared to average conditions. 
The 1983 breeding ground survey 
indicates that the population of 
canvasbacks is little changed from that 
of 1982 and is near (-8%) long-term 
average levels. Improved habitat 
conditions on the prairies and favorable 
prospects in northern areas provide 
reasonable expectation for improved 
production of canvasbacks in 1983. 
Conditions in 1983 satisfy the criteria 
proposed for an experimental season, 
and safeguards are provided should the 
3-year average canvasback population 
decline to lower levels. These and other 
factors relating to the experimental 
season are discussed in the assessment. 

In regard to the concern expressed by 
the Wildlife Management Institute about 
the use of the most recent 20-year 
average population for developing 
management goals, it is noted that a 
review of population objectives for a 
number of waterfowl species, including 
the canvasback. is now underway by 
the Service. Dr. Jahn indicated that no 
evidence exists suggesting that the 
habitat cannot support more breeding 
canvasbacks than are now present, and 
that population goals for the species 
should reflect this possibility. The 
Service will consider these points during 
the course of its review. 

Black Ducks . Three of the four 
organizations that commented 
specifically on black duck hunting 
regulations at the August 2.1983, public 
hearing supported the proposed 1983 
restrictions on black duck harvest and 
recommended that the results of the 
restrictions be carefully evaluated. The 
Humane Society of the United States 
(HSUS) objected to the proposed 
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regulations on the grounds that the 
amount of restriction was inadequate. 

In regard to the oral and written 
comments submitted by HSUS at the 
public hearing, the Service notes that 
these are a reiteration of views 
expressed previously by HSUS, in an 
April 14.1983, statement forwarded to 
the Service by HSUS legal counsel. The 
Service responded to this statement in 
the June 17.1983, Federal Register (48 FR 
27802), Further, the same points were 
the subject of detailed testimony and 
examination before the United States 
District Court for the District of 
Columbia in court hearings on October 
26 and 27.1982. The court hearings were 
in connection with a lawsuit filed by 
HSUS against the Department of the 
Interior and the Fish and Wildlife 
Service challenging regulations for 
hunting black ducks in the 1982-63 
hunting season specifically, and the 
Service approach to regulating the 
harvest of black ducks generally. The 
District Court subsequently ruled in 
favor of the government and the United 
States Court of Appeals upheld the 
ruling. 

Although the Service has responded 
previously in court hearings and in the 
Federal Register to the HSUS points of 
concern, several of these points are 
further addressed here since they are 
subjects of considerable interest and 
concern to the States, private 
conservation organizations, and hunters, 
as well as HSUS. 

It appears that the main points of 
concern to HSUS revolve around the 
adequacy of a 25% reduction in harvest 
of black ducks. HSUS holds the view 
that only a complete cessation of black 
duck hunting will be adequate. This 
view was set forth in the October 1982 
court hearings, and in the April 14,1983 
statement referenced above, and 
appears to be based on the belief that 
hunting it the main cause of the decline 
in the black duck populations. 

The Service has stated on previous 
occasions (e.g., 48 FR 27802) that the 
precise cause of the decline is not clear. 
The decline reflected by the mid-winter 
survey has occurred gradually over a 
long period of time. It has not occurred 
uniformly in all pads of the black duck 
range. Observations and investigations 
in both Canada and the United States in 
recent years indicate that a combination 
of factors is involved Land use changes 
inimical to black ducks in important 
segments of the breeding grounds, 
deterioration and loss of black duck 
habitat there and elsewhere, 
hybridization with the mallard, which 
has extended its range eastward into the 
range of the black duck, all appear to be 
major factors that have affected the 


status of black ducks. Comprehensive 
analyses of banding and other data do 
not demonstrate that current levels of 
harvest are the major factor affecting 
the numbers of black ducks, although 
they may be a contributing factor in 
some areas and some situations. 
Therefore, the Service believes it is 
incorrect to assume, as HSUS 
apparently does, that hunting is the 
major cause of the black duck decline 
and that some specified level of harvest 
restriction will achieve a “restoration of 
the black duck/' There is no 
demonstrable cause and effect 
relationship between harvest level and 
the size of the continental black duck 
population. 

Independent analyses of the black 
duck situation by Canadian Wildlife 
Service biologists support these 
conclusions. For example, in a recent 
analysis of mallard and hiack duck data, 
Boyd and Hyslop reported that 
estimates of survival and kill rates, 
based on birds harvested in Canada, fail 
to account for the situation in southern 
Ontario and southwestern Quebec 
where mallards have increased and 
black ducks have decreased in recent 
years. They concluded that “lack of 
correlation between survival and kill of 
young black ducks and mallard suggests 
that at present levels of hunting 
increased losses from hunting are 
compensated for nearly completely by 
reduced deaths from other causes." 

HSUS has adopted the view that the 
immediate objective of black duck 
harvest restrictions is “restoration of the 
black dude" Based on the observations 
and investigations mentioned above, the 
Service has concluded that the 
restrictions should be aimed first at 
obtaining a reduction in harvest rates 
and. second, determining whether such 
a reduction may be associated with any 
change in the population status of black 
ducks. The Service is of the view that 
this is the most immediate and urgent 
question to be explored in connection 
with harvest restrictions. Depending on 
the results of this effort, further 
consideration may then be given to the 
question of whether and what practical 
steps can be taken in regard to 
“restoration of the black duck.** 

A key element in considering an 
appropriate level of harvest reduction is 
that mallards have increased in many 
parts of the black duck range in recent 
ears at the same time that black ducks 
ave decreased. This has occurred even 
though there appears to be essentially 
no difference in production indices for 
the two spedes where they occupy the 
same range. For example, the age 
composition of black ducks in the 
harvest (a general measure of 


production) averaged 1.6 immatures per 
adult in the Atlantic Flyway during the 
period 1977 to 1981. A comparable figure 
for mallards in the Atlantic Flyway 
harvest is \J immatures per adult 

An examination of band recovery 
rates (a measure of harvest rates) for 
immature black ducks and mallards 
within the United States range of the 
black duck also reveals essentially no 
difference between the two spedes. For 
example, first hunting season recovery 
rates from bandings in the northeastern 
United States just prior to the hunting 
season average 11.3 percent for 
immature black ducks, 1946-1977. 
(Blandin. 1962). and 11.5 percent for 
immature mallards. 1960-1970, 
(Anderson. 1975). 

This information suggests that other 
things being equal a 25% reduction in 
harvest of black ducks in the Atlantic 
Flyway could be expected to reduce the 
harvest rate of black ducks to a level 
below that of mallards from the same 
areas. The Service believes that such a 
change would be measurable and 
represents a reasonable first step 
toward determining the relationship, if 
any, between black duck harvest and 
populations. 

HSUS states that if Canada will not 
cooperate (in harvest restrictions) it is 
necessary that the Service make black 
duck hunting regulations in the United 
States even more restrictive than might 
otherwise be necessary. HSUS appears 
to assume that since Canada is not 
implementing harvest restrictions in 
1983 their cooperation is not 
forthcoming. The Service has no 
information suggesting a lack of 
cooperation from Canada. On the 
contrary, as noted in the April 5.1983. 
Federal Register (48 FR 14708), 
discussions with Canadian officials 
indicate that harvest restrictions, along 
with other management actions, are 
being considered for implementation in 
1984. Canada has an important role to 
play in a black duck management 
program since the bulk of the breeding 
population is located in that country, it 
is appropriate that Canadian officials 
determine what actions would be most 
effective in Canada, and when they 
should be implemented. It is not 
necessary that all aspects of a 
management program be identical or be 
implemented at the same time. 

HSUS questions the effectiveness of 
using reductions in black duck bag limits 
and hunting days to reduce the harvest 
of black duck*. They state that the 
Service has repeatedly acknowledged 
that such measures are not effective and 
selectively refer to certain passages in 
the 1978 Environmental Assessment on 
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Proposed Hunting Regulations On Black 
Docks to support their statement. 

In regard to bag limits, the cited 
passage relates primarily to a specific 
situation in the late 1960*8 and early 
1970's in New York where the harvest of 
black ducks increased in certain years 
in spite of a reduction in black duck bag 
limits from two to one. The some 
passage also explains. ‘The reason for 
this increase is judged to be a 
combination of longer season length, 
more hunters afield, and generally more 
favorable hunting conditions • • • M 
[Le. duck populations were at higher 
levels and more ducks were available 
for harvest]. Similar occurrences were 
described for Maryland and North 
Carolina. 

In regard to reductions in hunting 
days, the cited passage states that. “A 
shortened season might tend to 
compress hunting pressure, and partially 
offset the expected reduction in 
harvest**. However, the same passage 
also states that, “with other factors 
equal, total harvest is directly correlated 
with season length, therefore a 
reduction in hunting days would curtail 
total black duck harvest.** 

These situations illustrate the fact, 
widely recognized among waterfowl 
managers, that other factors may 
intervene, under some circumstances, to 
produce an increase in harvest even 
though bag limits or season length may 
be reduced. Reduction in bag limits and/ 
or season length have been widely 
employed for years as standard 
measures for regulating the harvest of 
all types of game species and their 
effectiveness is well established. 
Anderson and Burnham concisely stated 
the situtation for mallards as follows: 
hunting regulations (he. seasons and 
b <*8 limits) strongly affect both the size 
of the kill and the rate of kill of 
mallards**. (Population Ecology of the 
Hal lard. VI. The Effect of Exploitation 
on Survival Res. Publ. 128 USDL 197a) 
There is no reason to believe that the 
same situation does not apply to black 
ducks and other species of waterfowl. 

Written Comments Received 


In the Federal Register dated June 17, 
1983 PR 27801), the Services 
responded to comments on proposed 
!* ,e season frameworks received up to 
Jhaf time. Eighteen additional comments 
since been received. The 
comments are arranged by regulatory 
p °P i,:s * n order they appeared in the 

FKiro ij C8iSll5r daled April 5 - 1983 148 
2 frameworks for ducks and qeese in 
continental United States. The 
J-ower Region Regulations Committee of 
; p Mississippi Flyway Council 


recommended that the waterfowl 
framework closing date be extended 
from January 20 to January 31 in all 
lower region States of the Mississippi 
Flyway. The Committee also 
recommended that, pending evaluation 
of experimental September duck 
seasons presently under way in 
Kentucky and Tennessee, the option for 
a September duck season in lieu of the 
September Teal Season be provided to 
all States in the lower region. 

Response . The duck season 
framework was extended 
experimentally to January 31 in the State 
of Mississippi during the 1979-81 
seasons and a program to evaluate the 
effects on harvest was conducted. A 
Final report on the study has been 
received and reviewed by the Service. 
Results of the study are inconclusive, 
principally because abnormal weather 
and habitat conditions existed in two of 
the three experimental seasons. The 
Service proposes to extend the 
experiment in Mississippi through the 
1984 hunting season to gather additional 
information. The Service believes that 
consideration for expanding the 
September duck season to other States 
should be deferred for now pending 
completion and evaluation of 
experimental seasons in Kentucky and 
Tennessee. 

3. Block ducks . On April 14,1983, the 
Service received from the Humane 
Society of the United States two 
documents: (1) Preliminary Comments of 
the Humane Society of the United States 
on the Regulations Setting Process for 
Black Ducks for the 1983-84 Waterfowl 
Season; and (2) Statement of John 
Grondy. Vice President, Wildlife and 
Environment, Humane Society of the 
United States, to the Atlantic Waterfowl 
Council, July 29-30.1982, Charleston, 
South Carolina. On July 11,1983 the 
Service received from HSUS a third 
document. The North American Black 
Duck (Anas rubripes): A Case Study of 
28 Years of Failure in American 
Wiidlife Management. 

Response. The Service has responded 
to the statements presented in these 
HSUS documents that are pertinent to 
the establishment of the 1983 black duck 
hunting regulations elsewhere in this 
document (see Response to Comments 
at Public Hearing), and in previous 
Federal Register publictions in 1982 and 
1983 (e.g. 47 FR 41254. 48 FR 14707, and 
48 FR 27802). See the responses to these 
concerns as referenced above. 

Gary T. Myers. Executive Director, 
Tennessee Wildlife Resources Agency, 
commented on the proposed black duck 
harvest regulations for Maryland in 1983 
(48 FR 27603). The proposal is for a 
point-system value of 70-points on the 


black duck with the added provision 
that only 1 black duck may be taken 
daily. Mr. Myers believes that this 
regulation will compromise the 
effectiveness of the point system, and 
will be viewed as unfair by hunters in 
Tennessee where a more restrictive 100 
point value for the black duck has been 
recommended by the Mississippi 
Flyway Council and endorsed by the 
State. 

Response . The proposed bag limit 
restriction on black ducks under the 
point system in Maryland in the 1983-84 
season (70 points with only 1 black duck 
permitted per day) is an unusual 
combination of the point system and 
conventional bag limit restrictions that 
is not proposed for any other State. This 
is more restrictive than a 70 point value 
alone, which would permit 2 black 
ducks in the daily bag. Maryland 
proposes to use this in conjunction with 
a closure on black duck hunting during 
the first part of a split season. 
Considering both measures (reduced bag 
limit and hunting days) it does not 
appear that the Maryland regulation 
should be regarded as unfair to hunters 
in other States in terms of overall 
restriction on black duck harvest States 
have been requested to develop 
measures, singly or in combination, that 
will reduce the harvest of black ducks. 
They have not been required to use a 
100 point value. The Service believes 
that the Maryland regulation should be 
judged on the basis of its effects on 
black duck harvest in Maryland. This 
will be evaluated after the 1983-84 
season along with other harvest 
reduction strategies for black ducks. 

Mr. Frederick Faerber III objected to 
the proposed black duck restrictions for 
the Southeastern Zone of New York (48 
FR 27803). He believes that the proposal, 
which permits 1 black duck per day 
during the first part of a split season and 
no black ducks in the bag during the 
second part, will cause hardships for 
waterfowl hunters in that area due to 
the similarity In appearance of female 
mallards and black ducks. 

Response. The proposed regulation for 
black duck harvest in the Southeastern 
Zone of New York was developed 
cooperatively by the Service and the 
New York Department of Environmental 
Conservation. The proposal is consistent 
with proposals of other States of the 
Atlantic Flyway and with guidelines 
agreed to by the Atlantic Flyway 
Council and the Service. 

Mr. Thomas D. Walker of Aston. 
Pennsylvania, believes that the proposal 
for New Jersey as presented in the June 
17,1983. Federal Register (48 FR 27803) 
should be accepted by the Service. 
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Response. The proposal for black 
duck harvest in New Jersey, originally 
recommended by New Jersey and 
published by the Service on June 17, 

1983 (48 FR 27803). was revised by New 
Jersey at the request of the Service in a 
letter dated July 14.1983. The original 
proposal utilised a 70 point value for 
black ducks with only 1 black dude 
permitted per day. Without other 
restrictions to accompany it. this was 
judged to be inadequate to achieve a 25 
percent reduction in harvest. The 
revised proposal by New Jersey, which 
was published for public comment on 
August 3.1983 (48 FR 35152), utilizes a 
100 point value for black ducks. It is 
believed to be more restrictive and 
should achieve a 25 percent reduction. 
The differences between these two 
types of regulations and other harvest 
reduction strategies are discussed in 
detail in a Draft Environmental 
Assessment. Proposed Hunting 
Regulations on Black Ducks , 1983, 
which is available from the Service for 
comment 

Mr. Hulon O. Wariick of Memphis, 
Tennessee, asks that hunting of black 
ducks be banned to permit the 
restoration of this species. 

Response . After a detailed 
examination of all available 
information, the Service has concluded 
that a ban on the hunting of black ducks 
is not necessary. However, hunting 
restrictions are proposed for 1983 to 
reduce the level of harvest. Should the 
black duck population continue to 
decline, farther measures will be 
considered. 

The Delaware Division of Fish and 
Wildlife proposed a change in the black 
duck regulation for Delaware published 
by the Service on June 17,1983. (48 FR 
27802). 

Response. A revised proposal for 
black dock harvest restrictions in 
Delaware (48 FR 35152) has been 
incorporated in the proposed black duck 
regulations. The current proposal for 
Delaware prohibits the hunting of black 
ducks prior to November 24; after that 
date, 1 black duck is permitted in the 
daily bag. 

12. Convasback and redhead ducks . 
The Central Fly way Council restated its 
recommendation (see 48 FR 14709) to 
eliminate areas dosed to hunting of 
canvasbacks in the Central Flyway. 
Restrictive bag limits, already in effect 
throughout the Flyway (100 points under 
the point system, and 1 bird daily and in 
possession under conventional 
regulations) would be applied to the 
areas in question. The recommendation 
is based on a Council condusion that, in 
closed areas, canvasbacks are 
mistakenly shot, and closed areas are no 


more effective in protecting 
canvasbacks than restrictive bag limits. 

Response . The Service concurs with 
the Central Flyway Council 
recommendation and proposes to 
eliminate the closed areas. 

13. Zoning. Nevada completed a 5- 
year study of zoning for waterfowl and. 
with Flyway Council endorsement, 
recommended that the zones be made 
permanent. 

Response. The Nevada report 
indicates no adverse affects on the size 
or distribution of harvests, or on hunter 
activity. The proposal is adopted in the 
1983-84 frameworks. 

The Upper Region Regulations 
Committee of the Mississippi Flyway 
Council endorsed experimental 
waterfowl zoning and zoning changes 
for States that meet zoning criteria 
previously established by the Service. 
The lower Region Regulations 
Committee recommended continuation 
of zoning in Tennessee, with the option 
to split seasons within zones, and 
advised the Service that Arkansas is 
withdrawing its zoning proposal. One 
individual commented In favor of zoning 
in Wisconsin. 

Response. Provisions are included in 
these frameworks for experimental 
zoning in Wisconsin and experimental 
split seasons within zones in Indiana 
and Tennessee. A decision concerning 
initiation of zoning in Iowa is deferred 
pending receipt of a proposal that meets 
previously-established criteria. 

14. Goose and brant seasons . The 
Mississippi Flyway Council and its 
Upper and Lower Region Regulations 
Committees recommended various 
adjustments in Canada goose quotas, 
season lengths, and daily bag and 
possession limits in response to 
forecasts of reduced production and 
smaller fall flights for some populations. 
The Wisconsin Department of Natural 
Resources proposed a quota for Canada 
geese in Wisconsin less restrictive than 
that recommended by the Flyway 
Council. One individual commented that 
Wisconsin should be permitted a larger 
Canada goose harvest. 

Response . The proposals set forth by 
the Service in this document are in line 
with recommendations by the 
Mississippi Fly way Cornual or one of its 
regional regulations committees, and are 
designed to reduce harvests of Canada 
geese of the Eastern Prairie (EPP) and 
Mississippi Valley (MVP) populations in 
light of prospects for reduced fall flights. 
The harvest restrictions for MVP geese 
in Wisconsin are more restrictive than 
those proposed by the State but are 
considered necessary to reduce the 
harvest of these geese consistent with a 


Joint Service-Council objective to 
increase the size of the population. 

15. Whistling (tundra) swan. Mr, 
James W. Flynn. Director of the 
Montana Department of Fish, Wildlife, 
and Parks, and the Central Flyway 
Council recommended limited seasons 
for whistling swans in eastern Montana. 
North Dakota, and South Dakota in 1963. 

Response. The Service proposes to 
initiate seasons as recommended by the 
Central Flyway Council. The population 
of swans affected by this proposal has 
increased in numbers, and the proposed 
seasons are consistent with guidelines 
contained in a management plan for the 
population. 

Public Comment Invited 

Based on the results of recently 
completed migratory game bird studies 
and having due consideration for any 
data or views submitted by interested 
parties, the amendments resulting from 
these supplemental proposals will 
specify open seasons, shooting hour* 
areas, and bag and possession limits for 
waterfowl, coots, and gaJItnules: end 
snipe in the Pacific Flyway. 

The Director intends that finally 
adopted rules be as responsive as 
possible to all concerned interests. He 
therefore desires to obtain the 
comments and suggestions of the public, 
other concerned governmental agencies, 
and private interests on these proposals 
and will take into consideration the 
comments received. Such comments, 
and any additional information 
received, may lead the Director to adopt 
final regulations differing from these 
proposals. 

Special circumstances are involved in 
the establishment of these regulations 
which limit the amount of time which 
the Service can allow for public 
comment. Specifically, two 
considerations compress the time in 
which the rulemaking process must 
operate: the need, on the one hand, to 
establish final rules at a point early 
enough in the summer to allow affected 
State agencies to appropriately adjust 
their licensing and regulatory 
mechanisms, and. on the other hand, the 
unavailability before late July of 
specific, reliable data on this year's 
status of waterfowL Therefore, the 
Serv ice believes that to allow a 
comment period past August 24,1983. is 
contrary to the public interests. 

Comment Procedure 

It is the policy of the Department of 
the interior, whenever practicable, to 
afford the public an opportunity to 
participate in the rulemaking process 
Accordingly, interested persons may 
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participate by submitting written 
comments to the Director (FWS/ 

MBMO), VS. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
Dv i lrtment of the Interior. Washington. 
D C 20240. CommenU received will be 
available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the Service's 
office in Room 536 in the Matoniic 
Building, 1717 H Street NW.. 

Washington. D.C. 20240. 

All relevant comments received on the 
late season proposals no later than 
August 24,1983, will be considered. The 
Service will attempt to acknowledge 
received comments, but substantive 
response to individual comments may 
not be provided. 

Nontoxic Shot Regulations 

On August 13.1981. the Service 
published in the Federal Register (46 FR 
40879) final rules describing non toxic 
•hot zones for waterfowl hunting. When 
eaten by waterfowl, spent lead pellets 
can have a toxic effect Nontoxic shot 
zones reduce availability of lead pellets 
in selected waterfowl feeding areas. 

Amendments to these regulations 
were published in the Federal Register 
(47 FR 32548; July 28,1982 and 48 FR 
28457; June 8,1963). These amendments 
relate to changes in Indiana. Maine. 
Massachusetts, Nebraska. Michigan, 
Illinois, and Florida. Some States have 
State regulations requiring steel shot for 
waterfowl hunting in areas not included 
m the Federal regulations published in 
the Federal Register on August 13,1961 
(40 FR 40879). Zones in other States will 
remain as they were described on 
August 13,1961 (48 FR 40679). 

Some national wildlife refuges require 
use of steel shot on hunting areas within 
their Ixnmdaries, and these rules are 
published srith other regulations 
regarding public use of the refuges (Title 
SO CFR Part 32—Hunting). 

Waterfowl hunters ore advised to 
become familiar with State and local 
rotations regarding the use of nontoxic 
•hot for waterfowl hunting. 

NEPA Consideration 

The "Final Environmental Statement 
f>r the Issuance of Annual Regulations 
Permitting the Sport Hunting of 
Migratory Birds (FES 75-^4)" was filed 
the Council on Environmental 
Quality on June 8.1975, and notice of 
availability was published in the 
federal Register on (one 13.1975 (40 FR 
*•4241). In addtiion. several 
environmental assessments have been 
Prepared on specific matters which 
serve to supplement the material in the 
r«nal Environmental Statement. Copies 
of these documents are available from 
l he Service. 


Endangered Species Act Consideration 

Section 7 of the Endangered Species 
Act provides that. 'The Secretary shall 
review other programs administered by 
him and utilize such programs in 
furtherance of the purposes of this Act" 

land].by taking such action 

necessary to insure that any action 
authorized, funded, or carried out * * * 
Is not likely to jeopardize the continued 
existence of such endangered or 
threatened species or result in the 
destruction or modification of habitat of 
such species * • 4 which is determined 
to be critical." 

Consequently, the Service initiated 
Section 7 consultation under the 
Endangered Species Act for the 
proposed hunting season frameworks. 

On June 28.1983, the Chief. Office of 
Endangered Species, gave a biological 
opinion that the proposed action was 
not likely to jeopardize the continued 
existence of listed species or result in 
the destruction or adverse modification 
of their critical habitats. 

The Service’s biological opinion 
resulting from its consultation under 
Section 7 is considered a public 
document and is available for public 
inspection in the Office of Endangered 
Species and the Office of Migratory Bird 
Management. U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior, 
Washington. D.C. 20240. 

Regulatory Flexibility Act and Executive 
Order 12291 

In the Federal Register dated April 5, 
1983 (at 48 FR 14706), the Service 
reported measures if had undertaken to 
comply with requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act and the 
Executive Order. These included 
preparing a Determination of Effects and 
an updated Final Regulatory Impact 
Analysis, and publication of a summary 
of the latter. These regulations have 
been determined to be major under 
Executive Order 12291 and they have a 
significant economic impact on 
substantial numbers of small entities 
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act. 

This determination is detailed in the 
aforementioned documents which are 
available upon request from the Office 
of Migratory Bird Management. U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service. Department of the 
Interior. Washington, D.C. 2024a 

Memorandum of Law 

The Service published its 
Memorandum of Law, required by 
Section 4 of Executive Order 12291, in 
the Federal Register dated July 22.1963 
(at 48 FR 33489). 


Authorship 

The primary author of this proposed 
rule is Kenneth E. Gamble, Office of 
Migratory Bird Management, working 
under the direction of John P. Rogers. 
Chief. 

list of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 20 

Exports. Hunting. Imports, 
Transportation. Wildlife. 

Proposed Regulations Frameworks for 
1983-84 Late Hunting Seasons on 
Certain Migratory Came Birds 

Pursuant to the Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act, the Secretary of the Interior has 
approved proposed frameworks for 
season lengths, shooting hours, beg and 
possession limits, and outside dates 
within which States may select seasons 
for hunting waterfowl, coots, and 
galltmilet; sandhill cranes in Arizona; 
and common snipe in the Pacific 
Flyway. Frameworks are summarized 
below. States may be more restrictive in 
selecting season regulations, but may 
not exceed the framework provisions. 

Genera] 

Split Season: States tn all Flyways 
may split their season for ducks, geese, 
or brant into two segments of equal or 
unequal lengths. States in the Atlantic 
and Central Flyways may, in lieu of 
zoning, split their season for ducks or 
geese into three segments of equal or 
unequal lengths. Exceptions are noted in 
appropriate sections. 

Shooting Hours: From one-half hour 
before sunrise to sunset daily, for all 
species and seasons, including falconry 
seasons. 

Extra Blue-winged Teal: States in the 
Mississippi and Central Flyways 
selecting neither a teal or early duck 
season in September nor the point 
system may select an extra daily bag 
and possession limit of 2 and 4 blue- 
winged teal, respectively, for 9 
consecutive days designated during the 
regular duck season. These extra limits 
are in addition to the regular duck bag 
and possession limits. 

Extra teal: States in the Atlantic 
Flyway (except Florida) not selecting 
the point system may select an extra 
teal limit for 9 consecutive days during 
the regular duck season of no more than 
2 blue-winged teal or 2 green-winged 
teal or 1 of each daily and no more than 
4 singly or in the aggregate in 
possession. 

Special Scaup-only Season: States in 
the Atlantic, Mississippi, and Central 
Flyways may select a special scaup-only 
hunting season not to exceed 16 
consecutive days, with daily bag and 
possession limits of 5 and 10 scaup, 
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respectively, subject to the following 
conditions: 

1. The season must fall between 
October 1,1983, and January 31,1984, all 
dates inclusive. 

2. The season must fall outside the 
open season for any other ducks except 
sea ducks. 

3. The season must be limited to areas 
mutually agreed upon between the State 
and the Service prior to September 2, 
1983. 

4. These areas must be described and 
delineated in State hunting regulations. 

on 

Extra Scaup: As an alternative. States 
in the Atlantic, Mississippi, and Central 
Flyways, except those selecting the 
point system, may select an extra dally 
bag and possession limit of 2 and 4 
scaup, respectively, during the regular 
duck hunting season, subject to 
conditions 3 and 4 listed above. These 
extra limits are in addition to the regular 
duck limits and apply during the entire 
regular duck season. 

Point System: Selection of the point 
system for any State entirely within a 
flyway must be on a statewide basis, 
except if New York selects the point 
system, conventional regulations may be 
retained for the Long Island Area. New 
York may not select the point system 
within the Upstate zoning option, and 
Maine. New Hampshire. Massachusetts. 
Connecticut and Pennsylvania may not 
select the point system pending 
completion of zoning studies. 

Deferred Season Selections: States 
that did not select their rail, woodcock, 
snipe, sandhill crane, gallinule, and sea 
duck seasons in July should do so at the 
time they make their waterfowl 
selections. 

Frameworks for open seasons and 
season lengths, bag and possession limit 
options, and other special provisions are 
listed below by Flyway. 

Atlantic Flyway 

Ducks . Coot, and Mergansers 

Outside Dates: Between October 1, 
1983. and January 20.1984. 

Hunting Season: 50 days. 

Daily Bag and Possession Limits 
(including restrictions on black ducks): 
(a) Basic daily bag and possession limits 
of 4 and 8 ducks, respectively, of which 
no more than 2 in the daily bag and 4 in 
possession may be black ducks; or (b) 
basic daily bag and possession limits of 
5 and 10 ducks, repectivcly, of which no 
more than 1 in the daily bag and 2 in 
possession may be black ducks. In 
addition, the following restrictions on 
black duck harvest are listed by State. 


Connecticut: South (Coastal) Zone: 
During the first segment of a spilt 
season, no black ducks are permitted: 
during the second segment of the 
season, only 1 black duck is permitted 
per day and 2 in possession. North 
(Inland) Zone: Only 1 black duck is 
permitted per day throughout the entire 
season and 2 in possession. 

Delaware: No hunting of black ducks 
is permitted on the following dates of 
the duck hunting season: October 1-3 
and October 31-November 5. On other 
days of the duck hunting season only 1 
black duck in the daily bag and 2 in 
possession is permitted. 

Maine: North Zone: 1 black duck is 
permitted per day and 2 in possession. 
South Zone: during the first segment of a 
split season, no black ducks are 
permitted; during the second segment, 2 
black ducks are permitted per day and 4 
in possession. 

Maryland: The season is closed on 
black ducks prior to November 1 and 
after January 10. See point system 
section for bag limit restriction on black 
duck in Maryland. 

Massachusetts: Western Zone: 1 black 
duck is permitted per day and 2 in 
possession, and the season will open no 
earlier than October 14. Central Zone: 1 
black duck is to be permitted per day 
and 2 in possession, and the season 
opening will coincide with the Coastal 
Zone opening and the opening of the 
pheasant hunting season. Coastal Zone: 

2 black ducks are permitted per day and 
4 in possession, and the season opening 
will coincide with the opening of the 
pheasant hunting season, in addition, no 
hunting of black ducks is permitted 
during a 10-day period in the second 
part of the split season in this zone, and 
black ducks may not be hunted after 
January 1. 

New Hampshire: Inland Zone: 1 black 
duck is permitted per day and 2 in 
possession. Coastal Zone: during the 
first part of a split season no hunting of 
black ducks is permitted; during the 
second part of the split season 2 black 
ducks are permitted per day and 4 in 
possession. 

New Jersey: See point system section 
for black duck restrictions. 

New York: Long Island Zone: 1 black 
duck is permitted per day and 2 in 
possession throughout the season. 
Western Zone: during the First part of a 
split season, 1 black duck is permitted 
per day and 2 in possession: during the 
second part of the split season no 
hunting of black ducks is permitted. 
Northeastern Zone: during the first part 
of a split season. 1 black duck is 
permitted per day and 2 in possession; 
during the second part of the split 
season no hunting of black ducks is 


permitted. Southeastern Zone; during 
the first part of a split season, 1 black 
duck is permitted per day and 2 in 
possession; during the second part of the 
split season no hunting of blade ducks li 
permitted. 

North Carolina: The season on black 
ducks is closed during that part of the 
duck season prior to December 17; 
thereafter 1 black duck per day and 2 tn 
possession is permitted. 

Pennsylvania: Lake Erie Zone: 1 black 
duck is permitted per day and 2 in 
possession during the October 22 to 
December 3 portion of the duck season: 
on all other duck hunting days no black 
ducks are permitted. Northwest Zone: l 
black duck is permitted in the daily bag 
and 2 in possession during the October 
24 to December 3 portion of the duck 
season; on all other duck hunting days 
no black ducks are permitted. North 
Zone: 1 black duck will be permitted per 
day and 2 in possession during the 
October 20 to November 19 portion of 
the duck season; on all other duck 
hunting days no black ducks are 
permitted. South Zone: 1 black duck will 
be permitted per day and 2 in possesion 
during the November 7 to December 3 
portion of the duck season; on all other 
duck hunting days no black ducks are 
permitted. 

Rhode Island: The daily bag limit on 
black ducks i 9 1 and the possession limit 
is 2. 

South Carolina: During the November 
23 to November 26 portion of the duck 
season no black ducks are permitted in 
the dally bag. On all other duck hunting 
days the daily bag limit of black ducks 
is 1 and the possession limit is 2. 

Vermont: No black ducks are 
permitted in the daily bag during the 
first 5-7 days of the hunting season; 1 
black duck per day and 2 in possession 
is permitted during the remainder of the 
duck hunting season. 

Virginia: During the period November 
23-December 4 (including no less than 
10 duck hunting days), no black ducks 
are permitted in the daily bag. 

West Virginia: The daily bag limit of 
black ducks is 1 and the possession limit 
is 2. 

Canvasbacks and Redheads: Except 
in closed areas, the limit on 
canvasbacks is 1 daily and 1 in 
possession. The limit on redheads 
throughout the flyway is 2 daily, except 
that in areas open to canvasback 
harvest the daily bag limit is 2 redheads, 
or 1 redhead and 1 canvasback. The 
possession limit on redheads is twice 
the daily bag limit under convention^ 
regulations. The possession limit on 
canvasbacks is equal to the daily beg 
limit - . Under the point astern. 
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canvasbacks (except in closed areas) 
count 100 points each and redheads 
flyway wide count 70 points each. 

in addition, areas or portions of areas 
as specified below, formerly closed to 
taking of canvasbacks, may be opened 
to hunting of canvasbacks during an 
experimental season. The experimental 
season must occur during the last 11 
days of the regular duck season, the 
daily bag under conventional 
regulations may include no more than 4 
canvasbacks, not more than 1 of which 
may be a female. Under the point 
system male canvasbacks. are 25 points 
and females 100 points. The areas 
eligible for this experimental season are: 

Sow York —Upper Niagara River 
between the Peace Bridge at Buffalo, 

New York, and the Niagara Falls, and all 
waters of Lake Cayuga. 

New Jersey— (1) East of the Carden 
State Parkway from Route 440, south to 
Route 36 (Raritan and Sandy Hooks 
Bays, Navesink and Shrewsbury Rivers); 
(2) east of the Garden State Parkway 
from Route 88 south to Route 72 
fBamegat. Silver and Manahawkin 
Bays, Metedeconk and Toms Rivers). 

Maryland— Anne Arundel. Calvert, St. 
Marys. Charles and Prince Georges 
Counties; the Chesapeake Bay western 
shore and its tributaries to the first 
upstream bridge; and the Potomac River 
downstream from the Possum Point 
Power PlanL 

As an alternative. Maryland may 
select a canvasback season during the 
last six (6) days of the regular duck 
season in the above area plus the 
(hf?nap<»ake Bay and its tributaries to 
the first upstream bridge along the 
eastern shore. 

Virginia —llie Potomac and 
Rappahannock Rivers; waters bordering 
on and tributary to the Potomac River 
below the Possum Point Power Plant, 
but In no case upstream of any highway 
bridge across such tributaries; and In the 
Rappahannock River upstream to Route 
360; and in the Chesapeake Bay and its 
tributaries between the Potomac River 
and the Rappahannock River in 
Lancaster County, and in 
Northumberland County upstream to 
Routes 644 and 200. An east-west line 
•rum Stingray Point, Middlesex County 
to the main channel of the bay 
constitutes the southern boundary of the 
proposed canvasback zone; the main 
channel forms the eastern boundary and 
Maryland state line forms the 
northern boundary. 

As an alternative, Virginia may select 
« canvasback season during the last six 
w) days of the regular duck season in 
tre above area plus the Chesapeake Bay 
®nd tributaries to the first upstream 
ondge except on the York River the zone 


extends upstream to Route 33 and on the 
James River the zone extends upstream 
to the Jamestown-Scotland ferry 
crossing route. 

North Carolina— that portion of 
Pamlico Sound in Hyde County from 
Long Shoal River, west; Beaufort 
County, and Pamlico County from the 
Beaufort County line east to and 
including Jones Bay. 

The remaining portions of areas in 
each of the five participating States 
presently closed to the taking of 
canvasback will remain closed. 

Early Wood Duck Season Option: 
Virginia, North Carlonla, South 
Carolina, and Georgia may split their 
regular hunting season so that a hunting 
season not to exceed 9 consecutive days 
occurs between October 1 and October 
15. During this period under 
conventional regulations, no special 
restrictions within the regular daily bag 
and possession limits established for the 
flyway shall apply to wood ducks. 

Under the point system, wood ducks 
shall be 25 points. For other ducks, daily 
bag and possession limits shall be the 
same as established for the flyway 
under conventional or point system 
regulations. For those States using 
conventional regulations, the extra teal 
option may be selected concurrent with 
the early wood duck season option. This 
exception to the daily bag and 
possession limits for wood ducks shall 
not apply to that portion of the duck 
hunting season that occurs after October 
15. 

Restrictions on Wood Ducks: Under 
conventional and point system options, 
the daily bag and possession limits may 
not include more than 2 and 4 wood 
ducks, respectively. 

Merganser Limits: The daily bag limit 
on mergansers is 5, only 1 of which may 
be a hooded merganser. The possession 
limit is 10, only 2 of which may be 
hooded mergansers. 

Coot limits: The daily bag and 
possession limits of coots are 15 and 30, 
respectively. 

Lake Champlain Area. New York 
Follows Vermont: The Lake Champlain 
Area of New York must follow the 
waterfowl seasons, daily bag and 
possession limits, and shooting hours 
selected by Vermont. This area includes 
that part of New York lying east and 
north of a boundary running south from 
the Canadian border along U.S. 

Highway 9 to New York Route 22 south 
of Keeseville, along New York Route 22 
to South Bay. along and around the 
shoreline of South Bay to New York 
Route 22. along New York Route 22 to 
U.S. Highway 4 at Whitehall, and along 
U.S. Highway 4 to the Vermont border. 


Special Scaup and Coldeneye Season: 
In lieu of a special scaup season. 
Vermont may. for the Lake Champlain 
Area, select a special scaup and 
goldeneye season not to exceed 10 
consecutive days, with a daily bag limit 
of 3 scaup or 3 goldeneye or 3 in the 
aggregate and a possession limit of 6 
scaup or 6 goldeneye or 6 in the 
aggregate, subject to the same 
provisions that apply to the special 
scaup season elsewhere. 

Zoning: 

Long Island: New York may. for Long 
Island, selected season dates and daily 
bag and possession limits whch differ 
from those in the remainder of the State. 

Upstate New York: Upstate New York 
(excluding the Lake Champlain area) 
may be divided into three zones (West. 
North. South) on an operational basis 
for the purpose of setting separate duck, 
coot, and merganser seasons. Option (a) 
or (b) for seasons and bag limits (see 
Daily Bag and Possession Limits) is 
applicable to the zones in the Upstate 
area within the FJyway framework; only 
conventional regulations may be 
selected. Each zone will be permitted 
the full number of days offered under 
options (a) or (b). In addition, a 2- 
segment split season without penalty 
may be selected in each zone. The basic 
daily bag limit on ducks in each zone 
and the restrictions applicable to 
options (a) and (b) of the regular season 
for the Flyway also apply. Teal and 
scaup bonus options Bhall be applicable 
to the Upstate zones, but the 16-day 
special scaup seasons will not be 
allowed. 

New York Zone Definitions: The 
zones are defined as follows: 

The West Zone is that portion of 
Upstate New York lying west of a line 
commencing at the north shore of the 
Salmon River and its junction with Lake 
Ontario and extending easterly along 
the north shore of the Salmon River to 
its intersection with Interstate Highway 
81. then southerly along Interstate 
Highway 81 to the Pennsylvania border. 

The North and South Zones are 
bordered on the west by the boundary 
described above and are separated from 
each other as follows: starting at the 
intersection of Interstate Highway 81 
and State Route 49 and extending 
easterly along State Route 49 to its 
junction with State Route 365 at Rome, 
then easterly along State Route 365 to its 
junction with State Route 28 at Trenton, 
then easterly along State Routs 28 to its 
junction with State Route 29 at 
Middleville, then easterly along State 
Route 29 to its intersection with 
Interstate Highway 87 at Saratoga 
Springs, then northerly along Interstate 
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Highway 87 to its junction with State 
Route 9. then northerly along State 
Route 9 to its junction with State Route 
149. then easterly along State Route 149 
to its junction with State Route 4 at Fort 
Ann. then northerly along State Route 4 
to its intersection with the New York/ 
Vermont boundary. 

Connecticut may be divided into two 
zones as follows: 

a. North Zone—That portion of State 
north of Interstate 95. 

b. South Zone—That portion of State 
south of Interstate 95. 

Maine may be divided into two zones 
as follows: 

a. North Zone—Game Management 
Zones 1 through 5. 

b. South Zone—Game Management 
Zones 6 through 8, 

West Virginia may be divided into 
two zones as follows: 

a. Allegheny Mountain UplanS Zone 
to include the north boundary is the 
State line adjacent to Pennsylvania and 
Maryland. The eastern boundary 
extends south along U.S. Route 220 
through Keyaer, Wes! Virginia, to the 
intersection of U.S. Route 50. and 
follows U& Route 50 to the intersection 
with State Route 93. The boundary 
follows State Route 93 south to the 
intersection with State Route 42 and 
continues south on State Route 42 to 
Petersburg. At Petersburg, the boundary 
follows State Route 26 south to 
Minnehaha Springs, and then follows 
State Route 39 west to U.S. Route 219 
and follows 219 south to the intersection 
of Interstate 64. The southern boundary 
follows 1-84 west to the intersection 
with U.S. Route 00. and follows Route 60 
west to the intersection of U.S. Route 19. 
The western boundary follows Route 19 
north to the Intersection of 1-79. and 
follows 1-79 north to the Pennsylvania 
Stole line. 

b. Remainder of the State—That 
portion outside the above boundaries. 

Maryland. Massachusetts . New 
Hampshire . New Jersey, and 
Pennsylvania, may continue many 
zoning experiments now in progress or 
implement zoning proposals as shown in 
the sections that follow. Maryland and 
New Hampshire each may be divided 
into two zones. Massachusetts and New 
Jersey may be divided into three zones. 
and Pennsylvania into four zones all on 
an experimental basis for the purpose of 
setting separate duck, coot and 
merganser seasons. Option (a) or (b) for 
seasons and bag limits (see Daily Bag 
and Possession Limits] is applicable to 
the zones within the Fly way framework. 
Only conventional regulations may be 
selected in Maine. New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts. Connecticut. West 
Virginia, and Pennsylvania. New Jersey 


and Maryland must select the point 
system. Each zone will be permitted the 
full number of days offered under 
options (a) or (b). In addition, a two- 
segment split season without penalty 
may be selected. The basic daily bag 
limit on ducks in each zone and the 
restrictions applicable to options (a) and 
(b) of the regular season for the Flyway 
also apply. Teal and scaup bonus bird 
options, and the 16-day special scaup 
season shall be allowed. 

Zone Definitions: 

Maryland: Inland Zone—that portion 
of the State north and west of U.S. Route 
1 from its junction with the Maryland* 
Pennsylvania border south to its 
junction with 1-495 north of Washington. 
D.C. and east along 1-495 to the 
Maryland-Virginia border. 

Coastal Zone—that portion of State 
south and east of the above described 
highway boundaries. 

Massachusetts: Western Zone—That 
portion of the State west of a line 
extending from the Vermont line at 
Interstate 91. south to Route 9. west on 
Route 9 to Route 10, south on Route 10 to 
Route 202, south on Route 202 to the 
Connecticut line. 

Central Zone—That portion of the 
State east of the Western Zone and west 
of a line extending from the New 
Hampshire line at Interstate 95 south to 
Route 1, south on Route 1 to 1-83, south 
on 1-93 torfloute 3. south on Route 3 to 
Route 8. west on Route 8 to Route 28, 
west on Route 28 to 1-195, west on 1-195 
to the Rhode Island line. Except the 
waters, and the lands 150 yards along 
the high wateT marie, of the Assonit 
River to the Route 24 bridge, and the 
Taunton River to the Center St.-Elm St. 
bridge shall be in the coastal zone. 

Coastal Zone—That portion of the 
State east and south of the Central 
Zone. 

New Hampshire: Coastal Zone—That 
portion of the State east of a boundary 
formed by State Highway 4 beginning at 
the Maine-New Hampshire line in 
Rollinsford west to the city of Dover, 
south to the intersection of State 
Highway 108, south along State 
Highway 108 through Madbury, Durham, 
and Newmarket to the junction of State 
Highway 65 in Newfieids, south to State 
Highway 101 in Exeter, east to State 
Highway 51 (Exeter-Hampton 
Expressway), east to Interstate 95 (New 
Hampshire Turnpike) in Hampton, and 
south along Interstate 95 to the 
Massachusetts line. 

Inland Zone—That portion of the 
State north and west of the above 
boundary. 

New Jersey: Coastal Zone—That . 
portion of New Jersey seaward of 
continuous line beginning at the New 


York State boundary line in Raritan Bay; 
then west along the New York boundary 
line to its intersection with Route 440 at 
Perth Amboy; then west on Routh 440 to 
its intersection with the Garden State 
Parkway; then south on the Garden 
State Parkway to the shoreline at Cape 
May City and continuing to the 
Delaware boundary in Delaware Bay. 

North Zone—That portion of New 
Jersey west of the Coastal Zone and 
north of a boundary formed by Route 70 
beginning at the Carden State Parkway 
west to the New Jersey Turnpike, north 
cm the turnpike to Route 206, north on 
Route 206 to Route 1, Trenton, west on 
Route 1 to the Pennsylvania State 
boundary in the Delaware River. 

South Zone—That portion of New 
Jersey not within the North Zone or the 
Coastal Zone. 

Pennsylvania: Lake Erie Zone—The 
Lake Erie waters of Pennsylvania and s 
shoreline margin along Lake Erie from 
New York on the east to Ohio on the 
west extending 150 yards inland, but 
including ell of Presque Isle PeninsuU 

North Zone—That portion of the State 
north of 1-80 from the New Jersey State 
line west to the junction of State Route 
147. then north on State Route 147 to the 
junction of Route 220. then west and/or 
south on Route 220 to the junction of I- 
80, then west on 1-80 to its junction with 
the Allegheny River, and then north 
along but not including the Allegheny 
River to the New York border. 

Northwest Zone—That portion of the 
State bounded on the north by the Lake 
Erie Zone and the New York line, on the 
east by and including the Allegheny 
River, on the south by Interstate 
Highway 1-80, and on the west by the 
Ohio line. 

South Zone—The remaining portion of 
the State. 

Point System Option for all States in 
the Atlantic Flyway: As an alternative 
to conventional bag limits for ducks, a 
50-day season with a point-system hag 
limit may be selected by States in the 
Atlantic Flyway during the framework 
dates prescribed. Point values for 
species and sexes taken are as follows: 
In Florida only, the fulvous tree duck 
counts 100 points each; in all States the 
canvasback counts 100 points each 
(except in closed areas or during the 
special experimental season); the female 
mallard, black duck (except as noted 
below), mottled duck, wood duck 
(except in Virginia. North Carolina. 
South Carolina, and Georgia during the 
early wood duck season option), 
redheadL and hooded merganser count 
70 points each; the blue-winged teal, 
green-winged teal pintail, gad wall, 
wigeon. shoveler. scaup, sea ducks, and 
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mergansers (except hooded) count 10 
points each; the male mallard, the wood 
duck during the early wood duck season 
option in Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Georgia, and all other 
aperies of ducks count 25 points, each. 
The daily bag limit is reached when the 
point value of the last bird taken, added 
to the sum of the point values of the 
other birds already taken during that 
day. reaches or exceeds 100 points. The 
possession limit is the maximum number 
of birds which legally could have been 
taken in 2 days. 

Special point system restrictions wil 
be in effect for taking black ducks in 
Maryland and New Jersey. In Maryland, 
during die period when black ducks are 
permitted In the daily bag. the point 
value for black ducks will be 70, but 
only 1 black duck will be permitted in 
the daily bag and 2 in possession. Black 
ducks will have a point value of 100 in 
the Southern and Coastal Zones of New 
Jersey. 

Sea Ducks: In any State in the 
Atlantic Flyway selecting both point- 
system regulations and a special sea 
duck season, sea ducks count 10 points 
each during the point-system season, but 
during any part of the sea duck season 
falling outside the point-system season, 
sea duck daily bag and possession limits 
of 7 and 14. respectively, apply. 

Coot Limits: Coots have a point value 
of zero, but the daily bag and possession 
limits are 15 and 30. respectively, as 
under the conventional limits. 

Canada Geese 

Outside Dates, Season Lengths, and 
Omits: Between October 1,1983, and 
January 20.1984, Maine. New 
Hampshire, Vermont. Massachusetts, 
Pennsylvania. West Virginia, Maryland. 
*nd Virginia (excluding those portions 
of the cities of Virginia Beach and 
Chesapeake lying east of Interstate 64 
and U.S, Highway 17) may select 70-day 
reasons on Canada geese; the daily bag 
and possession limits are 3 and 6 geese, 
respectively. However, in the area 
comprised of New York (including Long 
blond). Rhode Island. Connecticut. New 
Jersey, Delaware, the Delmarva 
Peninsula portions of Maryland and 
^ hginia. and that portion of 
Pennsylvania lying east and sourth of a 
boundary beginning at Interstate 
: ^hway 83 at the Maryland border and 
extending north to Harrisburg, then east 
on I- 3 t to Route 443, east on 443 to 
Brighton, then east via 208 to 
Stroudsburg, then east on 1-60 to the 
Jersey line, the Cansada goose 
•<?ason length may be 90 days with the 
^sing framework date extended to 
January 31,1984. In addition, that 
Portion of the Susquehanna River from 


Harrisburg north to the confluence of the 
west and north branches at 
Northumberland, including a 25-yard 
zone of land adjacent to the waters of 
the river is included in the 90-day zone. 
The daily bag limit within this area 
(except New York, Rhode Island, and 
Connecticut) will be 4 birds with a 
possession limit of 8 birds. The daily bag 
and possession limits in New York, 
Rhode Island, and Connecticut will be 3 
and 6, respectively. Those portions of 
the cities of Virginia Beach and 
Chesapeake tying east of Interstate 64 
and U.S. Highway 17 in Virginia may 
select a 50-day season on Canada geese 
within the October 1,1983, to January 
20.1984, framework; the daily bag and 
possession limits are 2 and 4 Canada 
geese, respectively. North Carolina and 
South Carolina may select a 43-day 
season on Canada geese within a 
December 20.1983, to January 31.1984, 
framework; the daily bag and 
possession limits are 1 and 2 Canada 
geese, respectively. 

Closures on Canada Geese: The 
season is closed on Canada geese in 
Florida and Georgia. 

Snow Geese 

Outside Dates, Season Lengths, and 
Limits: Between October 1.1983, and 
January 31,1984. States in the Atlantic 
Flyway may select 90-day seasons on 
snow geese (including blue geese); the 
daily bag and possession limits are 4 
and 8 geese, respectively. 

Atlantic Brant 

Outside Dates. Season Lengths, and 
Limits: Between October 1,1983. and 
January 20,1984. States in the Atlantic 
Flyway may select 50-duy seasons on 
Atlantic brant: the daily bag and 
possession limits are 2 and 4 brant, 
respectively. 

Mississippi Flyway 

Ducks , Coots , and Mergansers 

Outside Dates; Between October 1, 
1983. and January 20.1964, in all States, 
except that the framework opening date 
is September 17 in Iowa, and the 
framework closing date is January 31 in 
Mississippi. 

Hunting Season: Not more than 50 
days. 

Limits: The daily bag limit for ducks is 
5. and may include no more than 3 
mallards (no more than 2 of which may 
be female mallards), 1 black duck, and 2 
wood ducks (except as noted below). 
The possession limit is 10. including no 
more than 6 mallards (no more than 4 of 
which may be female mallards), 2 black 
ducks, and 4 wood ducks (except as 
noted below). Except in closed areas, 


the limits on canvasbacks and redheads 
are 1 daily and 2 in possession for each 
species. 

Closed Areas for Canvasback 
Hunting: 

Mississippi River—(1) Entire river, 
both sides, from Lock and Dam 9 
upstream to the confluence of the 
Chippewa River. (2) Pool 19 bordering 
Iowa and Illinois. 

Michigan—Macomb and St. Clair 
Counties, including the adjacent Great 
Lakes waters and interconnecting 
waterways under the jurisdiction of the 
State of Michigan. 

Wisconsin—In the Mississippi River 
Zone, all that part of Wisconsin west of 
the Burlington-Northern Railroad from 
Lock and Dam 9 north to the center-line 
of the Chippewa River. 

Merganser limits: The daily bag limit 
on Mergansers is 5. only 1 of which may 
be a hooded merganser. The possession 
limit is 10. only 2 of which may be 
hooded mergansers. 

Coot Limits: The daily bag and 
possession limits on coots are 15 and 30. 
respectively. 

Point System Option: As an 
alternative to conventional bag limits for 
ducks, a 50-day season with point- 
system bag and possession limits may 
be selected by States in the Mississippi 
Flyway during the framework dates 
prescribed. Point values for species and 
sexes taken are as follows: except in 
closed areas, the canvasback and black 
duck count 100 points each; the redhead, 
female mallard, wood duck (except as 
noted below), and hooded merganser 
count 70 points each; Ihe pintail, blue¬ 
winged teal, cinnamon teal, wigeon, 
gadwall, shoveler, scaup, green-winged 
teal, and meigansers (except hooded 
merganser) count 10 points each: the 
male mallard and all other species of 
ducks count 25 points each. The daily 
bag limit is reached when the point 
value of the last bird taken, added to the 
sum of the point values of the other 
birds already taken during that day, 
reaches or exceeds 100 points. The 
possession limit is the maximum number 
of birds which legally could have been 
taken in 2 days. 

Coot Limits—Point System: Coots 
have a point value of zero, but the daily 
bag and possession limits are 15 and 30, 
respectively, as under the conventional 
limits. 

Early Wood Duck Season Option; 
Arkansas. Louisiana. Mississippi, and 
Alabama may split their regular duck 
hunting seasons in such a way that a 
hunting season not to exceed 9 
consecutive days may occur between 
October 1 and October 15. During this 
period, under conventional regulations. 
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no special restrictions within the regular 
daily bag and possession limits 
established for the Flyway shall apply to 
wood ducks, and under the point 
system, the point value for wood ducks 
shall be 25 points. For other species of 
ducks, daily bag and possession limits 
shall be the same as established for the 
Flyway under conventional or point 
system regulations. In addition, the 
extra blue-winged teal option available 
to States in this Flyway that select 
conventional regulations and do not 
have a September teal season may be 
selected during this period. This 
exception to the daily bag and 
possession limits for wood ducks shall 
not apply to that portion of the duck 
hunting season that occurs after October 
15. 

Western Louisiana: In that portion of 
Louisiana west of a boundary beginning 
at the Arkansas-Louisiana border on 
Louisiana Highway 3; then south along 
Louisiana Highway 3 to Bossier City; 
then east along Interstate 20 to Minden; 
then south along Louisiana Highway 7 to 
Ringgold; then east along Louisiana 
Highway 4 to Jonesboro; then south 
along U.S. Highway 167 to Lafayette; 
then southeast along U.S. Highway 90 to 
Houma; then south along the Houma 
Navigation Channel to the Culf of 
Mexico through Cat Island Pass—the 
season on ducks, coots and meTgansers 
may extend 5 additional days. !f the 5- 
day extension is selected, and if point- 
system regulations are selected for the 
State, point values will be the same as 
for the rest of the State. 

Pymatuning Reservoir Area, Ohio: The 
waterfowl seasons, limits, and shooting 
hours in the Pymatuning area of Ohio 
will be the same as those selected by 
Pennsylvania. The area includes 
Pymatuning Reservoir and that part of 
Ohio bounded on the north by County 
Road 306 known as Woodward Road, on 
the west by Pymatuning Lake Road, and 
on the south by Ui>. Highway 322. 

Zoning: Alabama. Illinois. Indiana. 
Michigan. Missouri Ohio. Tennessee. 
and Wisconsin may select hunting 
seasons on ducks, coots, and 
mergansers by zones described as 
follows: 

Alabama: South Zone—Mobile and 
Baldwin Counties. North Zone—The 
remainder of Alabama. The season in 
the South Zone may be split 

Illinois: North Zone—That portion of 
the State north of a line running east 
from the Iowa border along Illinois 
Highway 17 to 1-74, north along 1-74 to 
1-80, then east along 1-80 to the Indiana 
border. Central Zone—That portion of 
the State between the North and South 
Zone boundaries. South Zone—That 
protion of the State south of a line 


running east from the Missiouri border 
along Illinois Highway 150 to Illinois 
Highway 4. north along Illinois Highway 
4 to Illinois Highway 15. east along 
Illinois Highway 15 to 1-57, north along 
1-57 to 1-70, then east along 1-70 to the 
Indiana border. 

Indiana: North Zone—That portion of 
Indiana north of State Highway 18. 

South Zone—The remainder of Indiana. 
Seasons may be split into two segments 
in each zone. 

Michigan: North Zone—That portion 
of the State north of a line extending 
east from the mouth of the Manistee 
River along the south bank to the U.S. 31 
bridge, south on old U.S. 31 to Cast 
Preuss Road, east on Cast Preusa Road 
to Huer Road, north on Huer Road to 
County 561 in Stronach. east on County 
591 to M-55. east on M-65 to M-37, 
south on M-37 to M-82, east on M-82 to 
U.S. 131, north on U.S. 131 to M-46, then 
east on M-48 to Port Sanilac. South 
Zone—The remainder of Michigan. 

Missouri: North Zone—That portion 
of Missouri north of a line running east 
from the Kansas border along U.S. 
Highway 54 to U.S. Highway 65, south 
along U.S. Highway 85 to State Highway 
32, east along State Highway 32 to State 
Highway 72, east along State Highway 
72 to State Highway 34. then east along 
State Highway 34 to the Illinois border. 
South Zone—The remainder of Missouri 
may split its season in each zone into 
two segments. 

Ohio . North Zone—The counties of 
Darke. Miami. Clark. Champaign. Union. 
Delaware. Licking. Muskingum, 
Guernsey, Harrison, and Jefferson and 
all counties north thereof. In addition, 
the North Zone also includes that 
portion of the Buckeye Lake area in 
Fairfield and Perry Counties bounded on 
the west by State Highway 37, on the 
south by State Highway 204, and on the 
cast by State Highway 13. South Zone— 
The remainder of Ohio. Ohio may split 
its season in each zone into two 
segments. 

Tennessee: Reelfpot Zone—Lake and 
Obion Counties, or a designated portion 
of that area. State Zone—The remainder 
of Tennessee. Seasons may be split into 
two segments in each zone. 

Wisconsin: North Zone—That portion 
of the State north of a line extending 
northerly from the Minnesota border 
along the center line of the Chippewa 
River to State Highway 35. east along 
State Highway 35 to State Highway 25. 
north along State Highway 25 to U.S. 
Highway 10, east along U.S. Highway 10 
to its junction with the Manitowoc 
Harbor in the city of Manitowoc, then 
easterly to the eastern State boundary in 
Lake Michigan. South Zone—The 
remainder of Wisconsin. The season in 


the South Zone may be split into two 
segments. 

Within each State: (1) The seme bug 
limit option must be selected for all 
zones; and (2) if a special scaup season 
is selected for a zone, R shall not begin 
until after the regular season dosing 
date in that zone. 

Geese 

Definition: For the purpose of hunting 
regulations listed below, the term 
"geese H also includes brant. 

Outside Dates. Season Lengths, and 
Limits: Between October 1.1983. and 
January 20,1984, States in thisFJyvvay 
may select 7D-day seasons on geese, 
with a daily bag limit of 5 geese, to 
include no more than 2 white-fronted 
geese. The possession limit is 10 geese, 
to indude no more than 4 white-fronted 
goesc. Regulations for Canada geese and 
exceptions to the above general 
provisions are shown below by State. 

Outside Dates and Limits on Snow 
and White-fronted Geese in Louisiana: 
Between October 1.1983, and February 
14.1984, Louisiana may select 70-day 
seasons on snow (induding blue) and 
white-fronted geese by zones 
established for duck hunting seasons, 
with daily bag and possession limits a9 
described in the above paragraph 

Minnesota. In the: 

(a) Lac Qui Parle Zone (descrilnni in 
State Regulations)—the season on 
Canada geese doses after 50 days or 
when 4,500 birds have been harvested 
whichever occurs first. The daily bag 
limit is 1 Canada goose and the 
•possession limit is 2. 

lb) Southeastern Zone (described in 
State regulations)—the season for 
Canada geese may extend for 70 
consecutive days. The daily bag limit is 
2 Canada geese and the possession limit 
is 4. 

(c) Remainder of the State—the 
season on Canada geese will be 
concurrent with the duck season. The 
daily bag limit is 1 Canada goose and 
the possession limit is 2. 

Iowa: The season may extend for 70 
consecutive days. The daily bag limit is 
2 Canada geese and the possession limit 
is 4. 

Missouri. In the: 

(a) Swan Lake Zone (described in 
State regulations)—the season on 
Canada geese closes after 70 days or 
when 16,000 birds have been harvested, 
whichever occurs first. Through 
November 12. the daily bag limit is 1 
Canada goose and the possession limit 
is 4. After November 12, the daily bag 
limit is 2 Canada geese and the 
possession limit is 4. 









Federal Register / Vol. 48. No. 158 / Monday. August 15. 1983 / Proposed Rules 


36885 


(b) Southeastern Area (east of U.S. 

* Highway 67 and south of Crystal City)— 
State may select a 50-day season on 
Canada geese between December 1, 

1983. and January 20.1964. with a daily 
bug limit of 1 Canada goose and a 
possession limit of 2. 

(c) Remainder of the State—the 
season on Canada geese will be 
concurrent with the duck season in the 
respective duck hunting zones. The daily 
bag limit is 1 Canada goose, and the 
possession limit is 2. 

Wisconsin. In the: 

(a) Horicon and Central Zones 
(Columbia. Dodge. Fond Du Lac, Green 
Lake. Marquette, and Winnebago 
Counties, and the northwest portion of 
Washington County including Theresa 
Marsh)—the harvest of Canada geese is 
limited to 15,000 birds. The season may 
net exceed 40 days, and the seasonal 
bag limit may not exceed 2 birds. 

(bj Mississippi River Zone (that 
portion of the State west of the 
HArlington-Northern Railroad in Grant. 
Crawford. Vernon. I .a Crosse. 

1 rempealeau. Buffalo, Pepin, and Pierce 
Counties)—the season for Canada geese 
may not exceed 70 days. Through 
November 25, the daily bag limit is 1 
Canada goose and the possession limit 
is Z. After November 25, the daily bag 
limit is 2 Canada geese and the 
possession limit is 4. 

(c) Northeast Zone (that portion of the 
North Hunting Zone which Includes the 
Counties of Vilas. Oneida, Lincoln. 
Marathon, a portion of Wood County, 
and all counties or portions of counties 
eastward). The season for Canada geese 
may not exceed 20 days. The daily bag 
limit is 1 Canada goose and the 
possession limit is 2. In Brown County, a 
special late season to control local 
populations of giant Canada geese may 
be held during December 1-31. The daily 
bag and possession limits during this 
special season are 2 and 4 birds, 
respectively. 

(d) Southeast Zone (that portion of the 
South Hunting Zone which includee part 
of Wood County, Juneau. Sauk, Dane, 
and Green Counties and all counties or 
portions of counties eastward)—in that 
portion of the Southeast Zone outside 
the Horcon and Central tag zones and 
the Rock Prairie Zone, the season may 
not open before October 15 and may not 
exceed 25 days. The daily bag limit is 1 
Canada goose and the possession limit 
is 2. 

(e) Rock Prairie Zone (described in 
State regulations)—the season for 
Canada geese may extend for 30 days. 

1 he daily bag limit is 1 Canada goose 
and the possession limit is 2. 

(0 Remainder of the State—the season 
for Canada geese may not exceed 50 


days. The daily bag limit is 1 Canada 
goose and the possession limit is 2. 

Illinois: Seasons on geese up to 40 
days may be selected by zones 
established for duck hunting seasons, 
except that in the South Zone the season 
will close no later than December 31. 
The harvest of Canada geese in the 
Southern Illinois Quota Zone (described 
in State regulations) is limited to 17.500 
birds. In the Southern Illinois Quota 
Zone, the daily bag limit is 2 Canada 
geese and the possession limit is 4 . 
Elsewhere in Illinois, the daily bag limit 
is 1 Canada goose and the possession 
limit is 4. 

In the Tri-County Area (all of Knox 
County; in Fulton County the townships' 
of Buckhart, Canton, Cass, Deer field, 
Fairview, Farmington, Joshua. Orion, 
Putnam, and that portion of Banner 
Township bounded on the north by 
Illinois Route 9 and on the east by \JS. 
24; in Henry County the townships of 
Alba, Annawan. Atkinson, and 
Cornwall), the season for Canada geese 
may extend for 20 days or until a quota 
of 800 birds is reached, whichever 
occurs Grst. The daily bag limit is 1 
Canada goose and the possession limit 
is 4 . 

Michigan, in the: 

(a) Counties of Baraga, Dickinson. 
Delta. Gogebic. Houghton, Iron. 
Keweenaw. Marquette, Menominee, and 
Ontonagon—the season for Canada 
geese may extend for 40 days, with a 
framework opening date of September 
28. The daily bag limit is 2 Canada geese 
and the possession limit is 4 . 

(b) Southeastern Canada Goose 
Management Area (described in State 
regulations)—the season for Canada 
geese may not exceed 107 days between 
October 1,1983. and February 15.1984. 
During that portion of the season which 
coincides with the duck hunting season 
in the South Zone, the daily bag limit is 
2 Canada geese and the possession limit 
is 4. During that portion of the season 
which occurs after the dose of the duck 
season in the South Zone, the daily bag 
limit is 9 Canada geese and the 
possession limit is 8. 

(c) Remainder of the State—the daily 
bag limit is 2 Canada geese and the 
possession limit is 4 . 

Ohio: The dally bag limit is 2 Canada 
geese and the possession limit is 4, 
except that in the counties of Ashtabula. 
Trumbull. Marion. Wyandot Lucas, 
Ottawa. Erie, Sandusky. Mercer, and 
Auglaize, the daily bag limit is 1 Canada 
goose and the possession limit Is 2. 

Indiana: The season for Canada geese 
may extend for 70 days, except in Posey 
County, where the season may not 
exceed 40 days. The daily bag limit is 2 
Canada geese and the possession limit 


is 4. The goose seasons may be set by 
zones established for duck hunting. 

Kentucky: The season for Canada 
geese may extend for 70 days, except in 
the area west of the following boundary, 
where the season may not exceed 40 
days: Starting at the Kentucky- 
Tennessee border at Fulton. Kentucky, 
extending northerly along the Purchase 
Parkway to 1-24, east on 1-24 to U.S. 841; 
northerly on U.S. 841 to U.S. 60; 
northeasterly on U.S. 60 to U.S. 41; and 
then northerly on U.S. 41 to the 
Kentucky-lndiana border. 

In the Ballard County Zone (described 
in State regulations), the season may 
extend through January 31.1984. If the 
selected season closes January 20 or 
earlier, the season length may be up to 
40 dayr, however, if the selected season 
ends after January 20, the season will 
dose after 40 days or when 6,000 birds 
have been harvested, whichever occurs 
First. 

The daily bag limit Statewide is 2 
Canada geese and the possession limit 
is 4. 

Tennessee: The season for Canada 
geese may extend for 70 days, except in 
Lake. Obion. Weakley, and Carroll 
Counties, and those portions of Gibson 
and Dyer Counties north of State 
Highways 20 and 104 and east of U.S. 
Highway 45 W. where the season may 
not exceed 40 days. The daily bag limit 
is 1 Canada goose and the possession 
limit is 2, except in that portion of the 
State west of State Highway 13, where 
the daily bag limit is 2 Canada geese 
and the possession limit is 4 . In that 
portion of Tennessee bounded on the 
north by State Highways 20 and 104. 
and on the east by U.S. Highways 45W 
and 45. the season for Canada geese 
may extend for 15 days, with a daily bag 
and possession limit of 2 birds. In those 
areas where seasons of 15 and 40 days 
are prescribed above, the season may 
extend through January 31. 

Arkansas and Louisiana: The season 
for Canada geese may extend for 40 
days, with bag and possession limits 2 
and 4 birds, respectively. 

Mississippi: In the Sardis Zone 
(described in State regulations), the 
season for Canada geese may extend for 
40 days, with daily bag and possession 
limits of 2 and 4 birds, respectively. 
Elsewhere in Mississipi, the season may 
not exceed 15 days, with a daily bag and 
possession limit of 2 birds. 

Alabama: The season is closed on all 
geese in the counties of Henry, Russell 
and Barbour. Elsewhere in Alabama, the 
daily bag limit is 2 Canada geese and 
the possession limit is 4 . 

Missouri, Illinois, and Kentucky Quota 
Zone Closures: When it has been 
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determined that the quota of Canada 
geese allotted to the Southern Illinois 
Zone, the Tri-County Area in Illinois, the 
Swan Lake Zone in Missouri, and, if 
applicable, the Ballard County Zone in 
Kentucky will have been filled, the 
season for taking Canada geese in the 
respective area will be closed by the 
Director upon giving public notice 
through local information media at least 
48 hours in advance of the time and date 
of closing. 

Shipping Restricitons: Geese taken in 
Illinois and Missouri and in the 
Kentucky counties of Ballard, Hickman. 
Fulton, and Carlisle may not be 
transported, shipped or delivered for 
transportation or shipment by common 
carrier, the Postal Service, or by any 
person except as the personal baggage 
of licensed waterfowl hunters, provided 
that no hunter shall possess or transport 
more than the legally-prescribed 
possession limit of geese. Geese 
possessed or transported by persons 
other than the taker must be labeled 
with the name and address of the taker 
and the date taken. 

Central Flyway 

llie Central Fly way includes 
Colorado (east of the Continental 
Divide), Kansas. Montana (Blaine. 
Carbon. Fergus, Judith Basin. Stillwater, 
Sweetgrass. Wheatland, and all counties 
east thereof). Nebraska. New Mexico 
(east of the Continental Divide except 
that the entire )icarilla Apache Indian 
Reservaton is in the Pacific Flyway). 
North Dakota. Oklahoma, South Dakota, 
Texas, and Wyoming (east of the 
Continental Divide). 

Ducks (Including Mergansers) and 
Coots 

Outside Dates: October 1.1983. 
through January 22,1984. 

Hunting Season: The season in the 
Low Plains Unit may include no more 
than 60 days. The season in the High 
Plains Mallard Management Unit may 
include nor more than 83 days provided 
that the last 23 days of such season must 
begin on or after December 10.1983. The 
High Plains Unit, roughly defined as that 
portion of the Central Flyway which lies 
west of the 100th meridian, shall be 
described In State regulations. 

States may split their seasons into 2 
or, in lieu of zoning, 3 segments. 

Daily Bag and Possession Limits: 
Conventional limits on ducks are 5 
daily, including no more than 1 
canvasback. 1 redhead. 1 female 
mallard. 1 hooded merganser, and 2 
wood ducks; and 10 in possession, 
including no more than 1 canvasback. 2 
redheads, 2 female mallards. 2 hooded 
mergansers, and 4 wood ducks. 


As an alternative to conventional bag 
and possession limits for ducks. States 
may select point system regulations. 
Under this system, the daily bag limit is 
reached when the point value of the last 
bird taken, added to the sum of the point 
values of other birds already taken 
during that day. reaches or exceeds 100 
points. The point values are: 
canvasbacks. 100 points each; female 
mallards. Mexican-like ducks, mottled 
ducks (Texas only), wood ducks, 
redheads, and hooded mergansers, 70 
pofnts each; blue-winged teal, green¬ 
winged teal, cinnamon teal, scaup, 
pintails, gadwalls, wigeon. shoverlers, 
and mergansers (except the hooded 
merganser), 10 points each: all other 
species and sexes of ducks. 20 points 
each. The possession limit is the 
maximum nmber of birds which legally 
could have been taken in 2 days. 

The daily bag and possession limits 
on coots are nor more than 15 and 30, 
respectively. 

Zoning: Montana, Nebraska, New 
Mexico, South Dakota, Oklahoma , and 
Wyoming may select bunting seasons on 
ducks (including mergansers) and coots 
by zones described as follows: 

Montana: Two zones in the Central 
Flyway portion as follows: 

Zone 1. The counties of Bighorn, 
Blaine, Carbon. Daniels. Fergus. 

Garfield. Golden Valley, Judith Basin. 
McCone, Musselshell. Petroleum. 
Phillips, Richland, Roosevelt. Sheridan, 
Stillwater. Sweetgrass. Valley. 
Wheatland, and Yellowstone. 

Zone 2. The counties of Carter. Custer. 
Dawson. Fallon, Powder River, Prairie. 
Rosebud. Treasure, and Wibaux. 

Nebraska: Four zones within the Low 
Plains portion a9 follows: 

Zone 1. Keya Paha County east of U.S. 
Highway 183 and ail of Boyd. Knox. 
Cedar, and Dixon Counties, including 
the adjacent waters of the Niobrara 
River. 

Zone 2. The Low Plains portions of 
Dawson. Gosper. Frontier, and Furnas 
Counties and all of Boone, Buffalo, 
Phelps. Harlan, Hall, Kearney, Franklin. 
Merrick. Nance. Hamilton, Platte. Polk. 
Colfax. Butler. Dodge, Saunders, 
Douglas, Washington, and Wheeler 
Counties. Including the adjacent waters 
of the Platte River. 

Zone 3. The Low Plains portions of 
Brown. Blaine, and Custer Counties and 
all of Rock. Holt. Loup. Garfield, Valley, 
Greeley, Sherman. Howard, Antelope, 
Pierce. Madison. Wayne, Stanton. 
Cuming, Dakota, Thurston, and Burt 
Counties. 

Zone 4. Adams, W'ebater, Clay. 
Nuckolls, York. Fillmore, Thayer. 
Seward. Saline. Jefferson. Lancaster. 
Gage. Sarpy. Cass, Otoe. Johnson. 


Nemaha. Pawnee, and Richardson 
Counties. 

New Mexico: Two zones as follows 

Zone 1. The Central Flyway portion of 
New Mexico north of Interstate 
Highway 40 and U.S. Highway 54. 

Zone 2. The remainder of the Central 
Flyway portion of New Mexico. 

Oklahoma: Two zones in the Low 
Plains portion as follows: 

Zone 1. That portion of northwestern 
Oklahoma, except the Panhandle, 
bounded by the following highways: 
starting at the Texos-Oklahoma border, 
OK 33 to OK 47. OK 47 to U.S. 133. U.S. 
183 to 1-40,1-40 to U.S. 177. U.S. 177 to 
OK 51. OK 51 to 1-35,1-35 to U.S. 60, 

US. 60 to U.S. 64, U.S. 64 to OK 132, and 
OK 132 to the Oklahoma-Kansas state 
line. 

Zone 2. The remainder of the Low 
Plains portion. 

South Dakota: Two zones within the 
Low Plains portion as follows: 

South Zone. Bon Homme, Charles 
Mix, Clay, Gregory. Union, and Yankton 
Counties. 

North Zone. The remainder of the Low 
Plains portion. 

Wyoming: Four zones in the Central 
Flyway portion as follows: 

Zone 1. Sheridan. Johnson. Natrona, 
Campbell. Crook, Weston. Converse, 
and Niobrara Counties. 

Zone 2. Platte, Goshen, and Laramie 
Counties. 

Zone 3. Carbon and Albany Counties 

Zone 4. Park, Big Horn, Hot Springs. 
Washakie, and Fremont Counties. 

Geese 

Definitions: In the Central Flyway. the 
terms “geese" include all species of 
geese and brant, "dark geese" include 
Canada and white fronted geese and 
black brant, and "light geese" Include all 
other species. 

Outside Dates: October 1.1983, 
through January 22,1984 (except as 
noted for New Mexico). 

Possession Limits: Goose possession 
limits are twice the daily bag limits. 

West Tier States. States in this tier 
may select seasons, statewide or in 
designated management units, on geese 
as follows: 

Montana: No more than 93 days; daily 
bag limits are 2 geese in Sheridan 
County and 3 geese in the remainder of 
the Central Fiyway portion. 

Wyoming: No more than 93 days with 
daily bag limit of 2 geese for each of four 
Goose Management Units (which 
coincide with management zones for 
ducks). 

Colorado: No more lhan 93 days with 
a daily bag limit of 2 geese. 
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New Mexico: For dark geese, no more 
than 93 days with a daily bag limit of 2 
during the period October 1.1983, 
through January 22,1984; and. for light 
geese, do more than 93 days with a daily 
bag limit of 5 during the period October 
1.1983. through February 12,1984. 

Texas (west of U.S. 81): No more than 
93 days with a daily bag limit of 5 geese 
which may include no more than 2 dark 
geese. 

East Tier States—Light geese. North 
Dakota. South Dakota. Nebraska, 
knnsas, Oklahoma, and Texas (for that 
portion east of U.S. Highway 81) may 
select seasons for light geese of no more 
than 86 days with daily bag limit of 5 
geese. 

East Tier States—Dark geese. States 
in this tier may select seasons, 
statewide or m designated management 
units, on dark geese of no more than 72 
days (except in Nebraska and South 
Dakota as noted) with daily bag limits of 
2 geese except as follows: 

North Dakota: The daily bag limits 
may include no more than 1 Canada 
goose and t white-fronted goose or 2 
white-fronted geese through October 30 
and no more than 2 Canada geese or 2 
white*fronted geese or 1 of each during 
the? remainder of the season. 

South Dakota: In Bon Homme, Brule, 
Buffalo, Campbell Charles Mix Corson 
(east of SD Highway 85). Dewey, 
tiregory. Haakon (north of Kirley Road 
and east of Plum Creek), Hughes, Hyde, 
l yman. Potter. Stanley, Sully. Tripp 
least of ITS. Highway 183). Walworth, 
and Yankton (west of U.S. Highway 81) 
Counties, the season length may not 
exceed 79 days and the daily bag limit 
may include no more than 1 Canada 
goose and 1 white-fronted goose through 
November U, and no more than 2 
Canada geese or 1 Canada goose and 1 
white-fronted goose for the remainder of 
the season. In the remainder of the 
State, the season length may be no more 
than 72 days and the daily bag limit may 
include no more than 1 Canada goose 
and 1 white-fronted goose. 

Nebraska: In Goose Management Unit 
l r comprised of Boyd. Cedar (west of 
ITS. Highway 81), Keya Pajia (east of 
D S. Highway 183), and Knox Counties. 
Ike season length may be no more than 
79 days and the daily bag limits may 
include no more than 1 Canada goose 
and 1 white-fronted goose through 
November 11 and no more than 2 
Canada geese or 1 Canada goose and 1 
w hite-fronted goose for the remainder of 
the season. 

In Goose Management Unit 2, the 
remainder of Nebraska east of the 
following highways starting at the South 
Hakota line: U.S. 183 to NF. 2, NE 2 to 
C S. 281, and U.S. 281 to the Kansas line: 


and in Goose Management Unit 3. that 
portion of Nebraska west of these 
highways, the daily bag limits may 
include no more than 2 Canada geese or 
1 Canada goose and 1 white-fronted 
goose through November 20 and no 
more than 1 Canada goose and 1 white- 
fronted goose for the remainder of the 
season. 

Kansas: The daily bag limit may 
include no more than 2 Canada geese or 
1 Canada goose and 1 white-fronted 
goose through November 27 and no 
more than 1 Canada goose and 1 white- 
fronted goose during the remainder of 
the season. 

Oklahoma: In Goose Management 
Unit 1 (that portion of western and 
southern Oklahoma bounded by the 
following highways: starting at the 
Kansas-Oklahoma line, U.S. 77 to U.S. 
177, U.S. 177 to OK 33, OK 33 to U.S, 75 
to Indian Nation Turnpike. Indian 
Nation Turnpike to U.S. 271. and U.S. 

271 to the Oklahoma-Texas line) and in 
Goose Management Unit 2 (the 
remainder of Oklahoma), the daily bag 
limits may include no more than 2 
Canada geese or 1 Canada goose and 1 
white-fronted goose. 

Texas: In that portion east of U.S. 
Highway 81, the bag limit may include 
no more than 1 Canada goose and 1 
whit-fronted goose daily. 

Whistling (Tundrv) Swans 

The following Slates may issue 
permits authorizing each permittee to 
take no more than one whistling 
(tundra) swan, subject to guidelines in a 
current approved management plan, 
general conditions that each State 
determine hunter participation and 
harvests, and specified conditions as 
follows: 

Montana (Central Flyway portion): no 
more than 500 permits, the season dates 
to be concurrent with the season for 
taking geese. 

North Dakota: no more than 1.000 
permits, the season dates to be 
concurrent with the season for taking 
ducks. 

South Dakota: No more than 500 
permits, the season dates to be 
concurrent with the season for taking 
ducks. 

Pacific Flyway 

The Pacific Flyway includes the 
States of Arizona. California. Colorado 
(west of the Continental Divide), Idaho, 
Montana (including and to the west of 
Hill. Chouteau. Cascade. Meagher, and 
Park Counties). Nevada. New Mexico 
(the Jicarilla Apache Indian Reservation 
and west of the Continental Divide), 
Oregon. Utah. Washington, and 
Wyoming (west of the Continental 


Divide including the Great Divide 
Basin). 

Ducks (Including Mergansers). Coots , 
Galiinules, and Common Snipe 

Outside Dates: Between October 1, 
1983, and January 22.1984. 

Hunting Seasons: Concurrent 93-day 
seasons on ducks, coots, galiinules, and 
common snipe may be selected except 
as subsequently noted. 

Duck Limits: Basic daily bag and 
possession limits on ducks are 7 and 14, 
respectively. No more than 2 redheads 
or 2 canvasbacks or 1 of each may be 
taken daily and no more than 4 singly or 
in the aggregate may be possessed. 

Coot and Callinule Limits: The daily 
bag and possession limits on coots and 
galiinules are 25 singly or in the 
aggregate. 

Common Snipe Limitr. The daily bag 
and possession limits on common snipe 
are 8 and 18. respectively. 

Californio—Waterfowl Zones: Season 
dates for the Colorado River Zone of 
California must coincide with season 
dates selected by Arizona. For the 
Northeastern and Southern Zones of 
California season dates may differ from 
those in the remainder of the State. 

Nevada—Clark County Waterfowl 
Zone: Season dates for Clark County 
may differ from those in the remainder 
of Nevada. 

"Columbia Basin" Portions of 
Washington. Oregon, and Idaho: In the 
Idaho counties of Ada, Bannock. 
Benewah. Blaine. Bonner. Boundary, 
Camas, Canyon. Cassia, Elmore, Gem. 
Gooding. Jerome, Kootenai. Latah. 
Lewis, Lincoln. Minidoka, Nez Perce, 
Owyhee. Payette, Power. Shoshone. 
Twin Falls. Washington, and that 
portion of Bingham County lying outside 
the Blackfoot Reserv oir drainage; the 
Oregon counties of Baker. Gilliam. 
Malheur. Morrow. Sherman. Umatilla. 
Union. Wallowa, and Wasco; and in 
Washington all areas lying east of the 
summit of the Cascade Mountains and 
east of the Big White Salmon River in 
Klickitat County, the seasons may be 
100 days and must run concurrently. 

Colorado. Montana. New Mexico, and 
Wyoming—Common Snipe: For States 
partially within the Flyway 93-day 
seasons on common snipe may be 
selected to occur between September 1, 
1983. and February 28.1984. and need 
not be concurrent with the duck season. 

Geese (including Brant) 

Outside dates, season lengths, and 
limits on geese (including brant): 
Between October 1,1983. and January 
22.1984. 93-day seasons on geese 
(except brant in Washington. Oregon 
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and California) may be selected, except 
as subsequently noted. The basic daily 
bag and possession limits are 6, 
provided that the daily bag limit 
includes no more than 3 white geese 
(snow, including blue, and Ross* geese) 
and 3 dark geese (all other species of 
geese). The basic daily bag and 
possession limits are proportionately 
reduced in those areas where special 
restrictions apply to Canada geese. In 
Washington and Idaho, the daily bag 
and possession limits are 3 and 6 geese, 
respectively. Between October 22.1983, 
and February 19.1984, Washington, 
Oregon, and California may select an 
open season on brant of 93 days with 
daily bag and possession limits of 4 and 
8 brant, respectively. 

Aleutian Canada goose closure: The 
season is closed on the Aleutian Canada 
goose. Emergency closures may be 
invoked for all Canada geese should 
Aleutian Canada goose distribution 
patterns or other circumstances justify 
such actions. 

Canada goose closures in California: 
TTiree areas In California, described as 
follows, are restricted in the hunting of 
Canada geese: 

(1) In tne counties of Del Norte and 
Humboldt there will be no open season 
on Canada geese. 

(2) In the Sacrameto Valley in that 
area bounded by a line beginning at 
Willows in Glenn County proceeding 
south on Interstate Highway 5 to the 
function with Hahn Road north of 
Arbuckle in Colusa County; then 
easterly on Hahn Road and the Grimes- 
Arbuckle Road to Grimes on the 
Sacramento River, then southerly on the 
Sacramento River to the Tisdale By-pass 
then easterly on the Tisdale By-pass to 
where it meets O'Banion Road; then 
easterly on O'Banion Road to State 
Highway 99; then northerly on State 
Highway 99 to its junction with the 
Gridley-Colusa Highway in Gridley in 
Butte County; then westerly on the 
Gridley-Colusa Highway to its junction 
with the River Road; then northerly on 
the River Road to the Princeton Ferry; 
then westerly across the Sacramento 
River to State Highway 45; then 
northerly on State Highway 45 to its 
Junction with State highway 162; then 
continuing northerly on State Highway 
45-162 to Glenn; then westerly on State 

I Iighway 162 to the point of beginning in 
Willows, the hunting season on Canada 
geese will not open before December 15 
and may continue to the end of the 
waterfowl hunting season. 

(3) In the San Joaquin Valley in that 
area bounded by a line beginning at 
Modesto in Stanislaus County 
proceeding west on State Highway 132 
to the junction of Interstate Highway 5; 


then southerly on Interstate Highway 5 
to the junction of State Highway 152 in 
Merced County; then easterly on State 
Highway 152 to the junction of State 
Highway 59; then northerly on State 
Highway 59 to the junction of State 
Highway 99 at Merced: then northerly 
and westerly on State Highway 99 to the 
point of beginning; the hunting season 
on Canada geese will close no later then 
November 23. 

Canada goose closures in Oregon: 
Those portions of Coos and Curry 
Counties lying west of U.S. Highway 101 
and that portion of Tillamook County 
lying south of an east-west line passing 
through the most westerly point of Cape 
Lookout shall be closed to the hunting of 
Canada geese. 

“Columbia Basin" Portions of 
Washington and Oregon—geese: In the 
Washington counties of Adams. Benton, 
Douglas. Franklin, Grant. Kittitas, 
Klickitat, Lincoln, Walla Walla, and 
Yakima, and in the Oregon counties of 
Gilliam, Morrow, Sherman. Umatilla. 
Union. Wallowa, and Wasco, the goose 
season may be of 100 days duration and 
must run concurrently with the duck 
season. 

Oregon (Lake and Klamath 
Counties}—geese: In the Oregon 
counties of Lake and Klamath the daily 
bag and possession limits through 
October 28 are 2 and 4 geese, 
respectively, with no more than 1 and 2, 
respectively, being dark geese. 
Thereafter, the limits may be increased 
to those which are allowed for the 
Flyway. 

California (Northeastern Zone)— 
geese: In the Northeastern Zone of 
California through October 28, the limits 
are 1 dark goose or 1 white goose in the 
daily bag and 2 geese in possession. 
Thereafter, the limits may be increased 
to 4 geese in bag and possession with 
not more than 2 dark geese or 3 white 
geese being in either the daily bag or 
possession. 

California (Balance of the State 
Zone)—geese: In the Balance of the 
State Zone the season shall not exceed 
79 days. The daily bag and possession 
limits are 5, with not more than 2 dark 
geese or 3 white geese in either the daily 
bag or possession. 

Pacific Population of Canada geese— 
Idaho, Oregon, and Montana: In that 
portion of Idaho lying west of the line 
formed by U.S, Highway 93 north from 
the Nevada border to Shoshone, thence 
northerly on Idaho State Highway 75 
(formerly U.S. Highway 93) to ChallJs, 
thence northerly on U.S. Highway 93 to 
the Montana border (except Boundary, 
Bonner. Kootenai, Benewah. Shoshone. 
Latah, Nez Perce, Lewis, Clearwater, 
and Idaho Counties); in the Oregon 


counties of Baker and Malheur and in 
Montana (Pacific Flyway portion west of 
the Continental Divide), the daily bag 
and possession limits are 2 Canada 
geese and the season on Canada geest? 
may not extend beyond January 1,1984 

Rocky Mountain Population of 
Canada Geese—Montana and 
Wyoming: In Montana (Pacific Flyway 
portion east of the Continental Divide) 
and Wyoming the season may not 
extend beyond January 1,1984. In 
Lincoln County. Wyoming, the combined 
special sandhill crane-Canada goose 
season and the regular goose season 
shall not exceed 93 days. 

Idaho, Colorado, and Utah: In that 
portion of Idaho lying east of the Une 
formed by U.S. Highway 93 north from 
the Nevada border to Shoshone, thence 
northerly on Idaho State Highway 75 
(formerly U.S. Highway 93) to Challis, 
thence northerly on U.S. Highway 93 to 
the Montana border, in Colorado; and in 
Utah, except Washington County, the 
daily bag and possession limits arc 2 
and 4 Canada geese, respectively, and 
the season on Canada geese may be no 
more than 88 days and may not extend 
beyond January 1,1984. 

Nevada: Nevada may designate 
season dates on geese in Clark County 
and In Elko County and that portion of 
White Pine County within Ruby Lake 
National Wildlife Refuge differing from 
those in the remainder of the State. In 
Clark County the season on Canada 
geese may be no more than 86 days. The 
daily bag and possession limits are 2 
Canada geese throughout the State. 

Arizona, California, Utah, and New 
Mexico: In California, the Colorado 
River Zone where the season must be 
the same as that selected by Arizona 
and the Southern Zone; in Arizona; in 
New Mexico; and in Washington 
County. Utah; the season on Canada 
geese may be no more than 88 days. The 
daily bag and possession limits are 2 
Canada geese except in that portion of 
California Department of Fish and Game 
District 22 within the Southern Zone (i.e. 
Imperial Valley) the daily bag and 
possession limits on Canada geese are 1 
and 2, respectively. 

Washington—snow geese: In the 
Washington counties of Island Skagit. 
Snohomish, and Whatcom, the season* 
on snow geese may not extend beyond 
January 1.1984. 

Whistling Swans 

In Utah, Nevada and Montana, an 
open season on whistling swans may be 
selected subject to the following 
conditions: (a) The season must run 
concurrently with the duck season; (b) 
the appropriate State agency must issue 
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permits and obtain harvest and hunter 
participation data: (c) in Utah, no more 
than 2,500 permits may be issued, 
authorizing each permittee to take 1 
whistling swan: (d) in Nevada, no more 
than 650 permits may be issued, 
aphorizing each permittee to take 1 
whistling swan in either Churchill, Lyon, 
or Pershing Counties: (e) in Montana, no 
more than 500 permits may be issued 
authorizing each permittee to take 1 
whistling swan in either Teton or 
Cascade Counties. 

SandhiU Cranes 

Arizona may select an experimental 
sandhill crane season subject to the 
conditions specified in the frameworks 
for early seasons. 

Sporial Falconry Frameworks 

Extended Seasons: Falconry is a 
permitted means of taking migratory 
game birds in any State meeting Federal 
falconry standards in 50 CFR 21.29(k). 
These States may select an extended 
season for taking migratory game birds 
in accordance with the following: 

Framework Dates: Seasons must fall 
within the regular season framework 
dates and. If offered and accepted. 


orther special season framework dates 
for hunting. 

Daily Bag and Possession Limits: 
Falconry daily bag and possession limits 
for all permitted migratory game birds 
shall not exceed 3 and 6 birds, 
respectively, singly or in the aggregate, 
during both regular hunting seasons and 
extended falconry seasons. 

Regulations Publication: Each State 
selecting the special season must inform 
the Sendee of the season dates and 
publish said regulations. 

Regular Seasons: General hunting 
regulations, including seasons, hours, 
and limits apply to falconry in each 
State listed in 50 CFR 21.29(k) which 
does not select an extended falconry' 
season. 

Not*.—In no Instance shall the total 
number of days in any combination of duck 
seasons [regular duck season, sea duck 
season. September teal season, special scaup 
season, special scaup and goldeneye season, 
or falconry season) exceed 107 days for a 
species in one geographical area. 

Dated: August 11.1983. 

G. Ray Arnett, 

Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and 
Parks. 

fra Doc s-n-a*. a«s «m) 

WU.IM2 coot oio-ss-y 
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TNs section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains documents other than rules or 
proposed rufos that are applicable to the 
public. Notices of hearings and 
investigations, committee meetings, agency 
decisions and ruhngs, delegations of 
authority, filing of petitions and 
applications and agency statements of 
organization and functions are examples 
of documents appearing In this section. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation 

Charge for Dishonored Negotiable 
Instruments; Policy Implementation 

agency: Federal Crop Insurance 
Corporation, USD A. 
action: Notice. 

summary: The Federal Crop Insurance 
Corporation (FC1C) herewith issues this 
notice of the implementation of a policy 
to impose a Si 0.00 fee charged on 
negotiable instruments which are issued 
to FCIC but which are dishonored 
because of insufficient funds or any 
other reason. This action Is authorized 
by the Federal Crop Insurance Act, as 
amended. (7 U.S.C 1506(e)) and is 
intended to provide a means of 
defraying administrative expenses 
incurred In processing dishonored 
payments. 

EFFECTIVE date: The charge will be 
effective as of August 15,1083. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Peter F. Cole. Secretary. Federal Crop 
Insurance Corporation. U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250, 
telephone (202) 447-3325. 

Notice 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
contained in the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act. as amended (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.). 
notice is hereby given that a charge of 
$10.00 will be assessed with respect to 
checks or other negotiable instruments 
which are issued to the Federal Crop 
Insurance Corporation but which are 
dishonored because of insufficient funds 
or for any other reason. 

Done in Washington. D.C., on July 10 , 1983 . 

Peter F. Cole, 

Secretary. Federal Crop Insurance 
Corporation . 

Dated: August 4. ltttt. 


Approved by; 

Merrill W. Sprague, 

Manager 

l«t Dae. riM *-U-Ct am\ 

BtLUNG COO€ MIMMI 


COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 

Louisiana Advisory Committee; 

Change of Time 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules ami Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission an Civil Rights 
that a meeting of the Louisiana Advisory 
Committee of the Commission originally 
scheduled for August 18.1983, at New 
Orleans. Louisiana (FR Doc. 83-20306 
July 27,1983 on page 34090), has a new 
convening time. 

The meeting will convene at 9:00 am 
and will end at 11:30 am. The address 
and date will remain the same. 

Dated at Washington, D.C, August 9 , 1983 . 
(ohn I. Binkley. 

Advisory Committee Management Officer 

tm Doc 0-22312 F>kd 0-12-to H.4& a ns) 

BILLING COOC •29S-41-M 


New Hampshire Advisory Committee; 
Agenda and Public Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a meeting of the New Hampshire 
Advisory Committee to the Commission 
will convene at 7:30 p.m. and will end at 
9:30 p,m.. on September 21,1983. at the 
Carpenter Center. 323 Franklin Street, 
Manchester. New Hampshire. The 
purpose of the meeting is to discuss 
programs plans for a study of block 
grants in New Hampshire. 

Persons desiring additional 
information or planning a presentation 
to the Committee, should contact the 
Chairperson. Mr. Andrew T. Stewart. 
Moose Mountain. Enfield. New 
Hampshire 03748, (603) 523-4862; or the 
New England Regional Office. 55 
Summer Street. 8th Floor, Boston. 
Massachusetts 02110, (617) 223-4671. 

The meeting will be conducted 
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules 
8nd Regulations of the Commission. 


Dated at Washington. D.C. August 9, !9S1 
John L Binkley. 

Advisory CommiUee Management Offkrr 

(TO Doc. O-EStt * i»-u *41 mt*\ 

BfLUNG cooe rm-oi-« 


North Carolina Advisory Committee; 
Agenda and Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regular ens 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a meeting of the North Carolina 
Advisory Committee to the Commie lion 
will convene at 23Op and will end at 
6:30p, on Septembers; the Committee 
will also convene at 6:30a and will end 
at 5:30p. on September 9,1983, at the 
Holiday Inn by the Sea, Chart Room, 
P.O. Box 599,1708 North Lumina 
Avenue. Wrightaville Beach, North 
Carolina. The purposes of this meeting 
are to orient new Committee members 
and to plan for proposed statewide civil 
rights conference. 

Persons desiring additional 
information or planning a presentation 
to the Committee, should contact the 
Chairperson, Dr. Tommie Young. 4303 
King Arthur Place. Greensboro, North 
Carolina 27405. (919) 379-7003: or the 
Southern Regional Office, Citizens T rust 
Bank Building, 75 Piedmont Avenue, 
N.E.. Room 362. Atlanta, Georgia 30303. 
(404) 242-4391. 

The meeting will be conducted 
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission. 

Dated at Washington. D.C, August 16 
1963. 

|ohn L Binkley, 

Advisory Committee Management Officer 

(TO Doc «3~222U Filed 0-12-03 04ft tm) 

MLUN3 COOC 633S-G1-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
International Trade Administration 
|A-4 29-101J 

Unrefined Montan Wax From the 
German Democratic Republic; Final 
Results of Administrative Review of 
Antidumping Duty Order 

agency: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 
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action: Notice of Final Result* of 
Administrative Review of Antidumping 
Duty Order. 

summary: On May 17,1983, the 
Department of Commerce published the 
preliminary results of its administrative 
review of the antidumping duty order on 
unrefined montan wax from the German 
Democratic Republic. The review covers 
th* one known exporter of this 
merchandise to the United States. VEB 
Bt lunkohienkombinat -Gustav 
Sobottka". and the period September 1, 
1981 through August 31.1982. 

Interested parties were given an 
opportunity to submit oral or written 
comments on the preliminary results. 

Wc received no comments. Based on our 
analysis, the final results of the review 
ore unchanged from those presented in 
the preliminary results of review 
EFFECTIVE OATH August 15.1963. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Linda L Pasden or Robert J. Marenick. 
Office of Compliance, International 
Trade Administration. U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Washington. D.C. 20230, 
telephone: (202) 377-5255. 

supplementary information: 

Back ground 

On May 17,1963, the Department of 
Comment* (**the Department”*) 
published in the Federal Register (48 FR 
22177-9) the preliminary results of its 
last administrative review of the 
antidumping duty order on unrefined 
montan wax from the German 
Democratic Republic (46 FR 45177-a, 
September 10,1961). The Department 
has now completed that administrative 
review. 

Scope of the Review 

Imports covered by the review are 
shipments of unrefined montan wax 
which is a non-oxidized mineral 
extracted from lignite, not advanced 
he yon d extraction or cleaning by 
solvent This product is primarily used 
as a flow agent in one-time carbon ink 
formulas. It is also used for producing 
polishes, mold release agents and for 
casting, and is currently classifiable 
under item 494.2000 of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States 
Annotated. 

Ihe review covers the one known 
exporter of unrefined montan wax from 
the German Democratic Republic to the 
United States. VEB 
11lunkohienkombinat 'Gustav 
Sobottka". and the period September 1. 
1981 through August 31.1962. 

Final Results of the Review 

Interested parties were invited to 


comment on the preliminary results. The 
department received no written 
comments or requests for a hearing. 
Based on our analysis, the final results 
of our review are the same as those 
presented in the preliminary results of 
review, and we determine that no 
dumping margins exist for the period 
September 1.1981 through August 31. 
1982. 

The Department shall instruct the 
Customs Service not to access dumping 
duties on entries of unrefined montan 
wax from the German Democratic 
Republic with purchase dates during the 
period of review. 

Further, the Department shaU not 
require a cash deposit of estimated 
antidumping duties, as provided for in 
section 353.48(b) of the Commerce 
Regulations, on any shipments of 
unrefined montan wax from the German 
Democratic Republic entered, or 
withdrawn from warehouse, for 
consumption on or after the date of 
publication of this notice. This deposit 
requirement shall remain In effect until 
publication of the final results of the 
next administrative review. The 
Department intends to begin 
immediately its next administrative 
review. The Department encourages 
interested parties to review the public 
record and submit applications .for 
protective orders, if desired as early as 
possible after the Department's receipt 
of the information during the next 
administrative review. 

This administrative review and notice 
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1) 
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 
1675(a)(1)) and 5 353.53 of the Commerce 
Regulations (19 CFR 353.53). 

Alan F. Hulmer. 

Deputy As sty/ant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

August 8,1963. 

(FX Due. A-22T3 Alad O-IX-O* *46 
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National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

Caribbean Fishery Management 
Council and Its Administrative 
Subcommittee; Public Meetings 

agency: National Marine Fisheries 
Service, NOAA. Commerce. 
summary: The Caribbean Fishery 
Management Council, established by 
Section 302 of the Magnuson Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act 
(Pub. L 94-265. as amended), has 
established an Administrative 
Subcommittee. The Council and its 
Administrative Subcommittee will hold 


separate meetings. The Council will hold 
its 47th regular public meeting to elect a 
Chairman and to consider status reports 
on fishery management plans (FMPs) 
under development (draft FMP for 
Shallow-Water Reef Fishes; draft FMP 
for the Fishery Resources of the Puerto 
Rican and St Croix Geological 
Platforms), and to discuss other Council 
matters. The Administrative 
Subcommittee will meet to discuss 
regular administrative opralions. 

dates: The Council's public meeting 
will convene on Tuesday, September 13, 
1983, at approximately 2:00 p.m., 
adjourning at approximately 5:00 p.m.. 
reconvening on Wednesday. September 
14. at approximately 9:00 a.m.. and 
adjourning at approximately noon. The 
Council’s Administrative Subcommittee 
meeting will convene on Tuesday. 
September 13. at approximately 10:00 
a.m., and will adjourn at approximately 
noon. All meetings will take place at the 
Conference Room of the Yatch Haven 
Hotel. Charlotte Amalie, St. Thomas, 

U.S. Virgin Islands, and are open to the 
public. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Caribbean Fishery Management 
Council. Suite 1108, Banco de Ponce 
Building, Hato Rey. Puerto Rico 00916. 
Telephone: (809) 753-4926. 

Dated: August 9. 1983. 

Roland Finch. 

Director. Off too of Fisheries Management. F/ 
Ml Motional Marine Fisheries Service. 

|FF Doc S3- 21217 Fllmi H2-« *46 «a| 
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National Technical Information Service 

Government-Owned Inventions; 
Availability for Licensing 

The inventions listed below are 
owned by agencies of the U.S. 
Government and are available for 
licensing in the U.S. in accordance with 
35 U.S.C. 207 to achieve expeditious 
commercialization of results of federally 
funded research and development. 
Foreign patents are filed on selected 
inventions to extend market coverage 
for U.S. companies and may also be 
available for licensing. 

Technical and licensing information 
on specific inventions may be obtained 
by writing to: Office of Government 
Inventions and Patents, U.S. Department 
of Commerce. P.O. Box 1423, Springfield. 
Virginia 22151. 
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Please cite the number and title of 
inventions of interest. 

Douglas |. Campion. 

Program Coordinator Office of Government 
Inventions and Patents, National Technical 
Information Service . Department of 
Commerce. 

Department of Agriculture 

SN 4-780,596 (3.588,712) Attractant for 
Pink Bollworm Moths 
SN 5-194,475 (3,730,231) Preparation of 
Insolubilized Enzymes 
SN 5-908,601 (4,394.447) production of 
High-Pyruvate Xanthan Gum on 
Synthetic Medium 

SN 6-193,581 (4,393,862) Solar Air Duct 

Department of the Air Force 

SN 5-938,993 (4,383,664) Virbration 
Suppressing Trunk Fingers for Air 
Cushion Devices 

SN 0-249.255 (4,384.469) Pitot-Static 
Tester Tube 

SN 0-277.489 (4.384.749) Reliability 
Roller Bearing 

SN 0-267,938 (4,381,884) Adjustable 
Holder for an Optical Element 
SN 0-279,137 (4,383.067) Solvent Mixture 
for Removing Cured Polyurethane 
Coatings 

SN 6-281,437 (4,385,198) Gallium 
Arsenide-Germanium Heteroface 
Junction Device 

SN 0-300.839 (4,385,938) Dual Species 
Ion Implantation into GaAs 
SN 6-324,347 Programmable Digital 
Temperature Controller Apparatus 
SN 0-332.784 (4.384,344) Layout for 
Single Level Block Access Chip 
SN 0-342,988 (4,382.144) Synthesis of 
Arylene Bis-Silanols 
SN 6-347.227 (4,384,198) Time Shared 
Aperture Device 

SN 0-465,230 Windblast Leg Protector 
Assembly 

SN 0-475,070 Integrated Multiperture 
Optical System 

SN 6-491,108 Tri-State Type Driver 
Circuit 

SN 0-493,387 Printed Circuit Baiun 
SN 6-497,444 Fiber Optic Data 
Distribution for Phased Array 
Antenna 

SN 0-497.447 Phase-Locked Voltage 
Controlled Oscillator Apparatus for 
Linear or Complex Frequency 
Modulated Waveforms 
SN 0-498.330 Quartz Crystal Resonators 

Department of Commerce • 

SN 0-272.231 (4,393.699) Pneumatic 
Adhesion Tester 

SN 0—465,942 Method and Apparatus 
Utilizing Crystalline Compound 
Superconducting Elements having 
Extended Strain Operating Range 


Capabilities without Critical Current 

Degradation 

Department of Health and Human 

Services 

SN 6-497,039 Arabinosyl 5-Azacytosine 
(ARA-AC) Used as an Antitumor 
Agent for Human Tumor Xenografts 

SN 0-500.832 Transforming Growth 
Factor-beta From Human Platelets 

SN 6-500,927 Transforming Growth 
Factor-beta From Human Placentas 

SN 0-508,323 Genetic Reassortment of 
Rotaviruses for Production of 
Vaccines and Vaccine Precursors 

Department of the Interior 

SN 0-270.038 (4.394.051) Method of 
Hydrospalling 

SN 0-317,638 (4,394.142) Water Spray 
Cooler 

SN 0-327.539 (4,394,368) High 
Temperature Hydrolysis of Aluminum 
Sulfate Solutions 

(Fit Doc W-Z220# FUm* ft- 12-SI *45 «m| 
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Corps of Engineers, Department of the 
Army 

Intent To Prepare an Environmental 
Impact Statement for a Regulatory 
Permit Action To Construct Two Oil 
Shale Projects in the Roan Creek Basin 
Near DeBeque, in Garfield and Mesa 
Counties, Colorado 

agency: Sacramento District, Army 
Corps of Engineers, Dcpartmenl of 
Defense. 

action: Notice of intent to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

summary: The EIS process was initiated 
by an application for a Section 404 
Permit by the GCC Joint Venture to 
construct a water project, including a 
reservoir on Roan Creek and a water 
diversion structure in the Colorado 
River, to provide a water supply for 
shale oil projects that are proposed by 
Getty Oil Company. Cities Service 
Company and Chevron Shale Oil 
Company. One of the GCC participants, 
Chevron Shale Oil Company is having 
its proposed Clear Creek Shale Oil 
project reviewed in an EIS prepared by 
the Bureau of Land Management. 

Getty Oil Company owns shale oil 
properties adjacent to the Clear Creek 
area of Garfield County, Colorado. Getty 
properties include 20,880 acres of 
resource land and about 11,600 acres of 
valley support lands. Getty Oil 
Company proposes to develop the 


resource, using conventional room and 
pillar underground mining combined 
with surface retorting and shale oil 
upgrading, at a capacity of up to 100,000 
barrels per day (BPD) of upgraded shale 
oil. 

The project would be done in phases 
starting with 50,000 BPD. followed by 
two 25,000 BPD additions. Construction 
would begin as early as 1987 with 
production commencing in 1990 and an 
expected project life of 30 years. Major 
elements of the project include a water 
supply system, an underground room 
and pillar mine, retorting and upgrading 
facilities, shale ore transporting system* 
and a spent shale disposal system. The 
primary sources of water will be the 
GCC Industrial Supply System which 
has its primary impacts addressed in the 
Chevron Clear Creek Shale Oil project 
EIS prepared by BLNL Ancillary 
facilities include, but would not 
necessarily be limited to, a syncrude 
pipeline, electric powerlines, access 
roads, and utility corridor. The proposed 
location for the shale disposal system is 
in Wiesse Creek Gulch. 

Manpower requirements are 
estimated to peak at 7,500. Constructiun 
manpower is estimated to peak at 6,000 
with operational manpower at 
approximately 3.000 at ultimate 
production rates. 

Cities Service Company is planning a 
phased development of its oil shale 
holdings in the upper Conn Creek area 
of Garfield County, Colorado. Most of 
this property was acquired by Cities in 
1951 and consists of 10,300 contiguous 
acres having approximately 8,850 acres 
on the Roan plateau underlain by oil 
shale and the remainder located in 
canyon drainages. 

Cities plans to initially develop the 
property using conventional room and 
pillar underground mining combined 
with surface retorting and shale oil 
upgrading and ultimately expand to 
100,000 barrels per day of upgraded 
shale oil. Construction of the initial 
module currently is planned to 
commence In 1987 with production 
commencing in 1991. Plans are for the 
ultimate production level to be achieved 
by 2,010 with production at this rate 
projected to continue approximately 22 
years. Major elements of the project 
include the GCC water supply system, 
an underground room and pillar mine 
which will ultimately be converted to 
accommodate vertical modified onsite 
processing, retort and upgrading 
facilities, shale ore transporting systems 
and a retorted shale disposal system. 
Ancillary facilities will include a 
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syncrude pipeline, electric powerline, 
access roads and a utility corridor. The 
surface plant site will be located on the 
Roan plateau in the vicinity of the mine 
bench, and the proposed location for the 
shale disposal system will be the upper 
prolion of Cascade Canyon. The initial 
phases of the project may include somo 
spent shale disposal facilities on the 
mesa. 

Manpower requirements are 
estimated to peak at 7.500. Construction 
manpower is estimated to peak at 6.000 
with operational manpower at 
approximately 6.000 at ultimate 
production rates. Employee housing, 
transportation and tocio-economics will 
be addressed prior to the time of seeking 
additional permits. 

AiternaUwes: Alternatives being 
considered at the present time are: 

1. joint use facilities. 

t Alternative mining methods. 

3. Alternative water sources. 

4. Prodoct transportation alternatives. 

5. Alternative reclamation techniques. 

& Project permitting in phases. 

7. No action. 

Other alternatives identified during 
the &c >ping process will also be 

considered. 

Significant issues that haw been 
identified to date that will be analyzed 
in the EiS are: 

1. Impacts on air quality. 

2. impacts on water quality. 

3. Social and economic effects. 

4. Impacts on wildlife habitat and 
endangered species. 

Other isAies identified during the 
scoping process will also be discussed 
in the US. 

Concurrently with this notice the 
Sacramento District is issuing a public 
scoping notice. This notice is being sent 
to all known interested parties and is 
requesting that the reviewers provide 
comments on the scope of the US. 

Scoping Meetings 

Agency Meeting—29 August. 2:30 p.m.. 
Bureau Land Management, Grand 
Junction District Office. Third Floor 
Conference Room. 764 Horizon Drive. 
Grand function. Colorado. 

I'ubhc Meeting—30 August 1983, 7:30 
P m., DeBeque School 730 Min ter 
Avenue. DeBeque. Colorado. 

Other environmental review and 
consultation requirements which will be 
conducted concurrently with the NEPA 
process include Section 401 and 404 of 
the Clean Water Act Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act National Historic 
Preservation Act Endangered Species 
Act, and Executive Order 11988 on 
Hood plain Management 

We estimate the draft EIS will be 


made available to the public in October 
1983. 

Camp Dresser and McKee (CDMJ has 
been selected by the Corps to prepare 
the EIS for the Getty and Cities Service 
projects. 

Questions concerning the proposed 
action and EIS should be directed to Mr. 
Tom Coe, Regulatory Section. U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers. 650 Capitol Mail. 
Sacramento, California 95814. (961) 440- 
2541. (FTS 448-2541). 

Arthur E. Williams, 

Cobnut Corps of Engineer*. District 
Engineer, 

|fr Doc ms-a sm ny s-ts-cx ms 
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Department of the Navy 

Chief of Naval Operations Executive 
Panel Advisory Committee; Closed 
Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 
U.S.C App. I), notice is hereby given 
that the Chief of Naval Operations 
(CNO) Executive Panel Advisory 
Committee Task Force on Conventional 
Strike Warfare will meet on August 31, 
1983. from 830 a.m. to 5 p m. at the 
Pentagon, and on September 1.1963. 
from 830 a.m. to 5 pm, at 2000 North 
Beauregard Street, Alexandria. Virginia. 
All sessions will be dosed to the public. 

The entire agenda for the meeting will 
consist of discussions of key issues 
related to conventional strike warfare 
and related intelligence. These matters 
constitute dassified information that is 
specifically authorized by Executive 
order to be kept secret in the interest of 
national defense and is, in fact, properly 
classified pursuant to such Executive 
order. Accordingly, the Secretary of the 
Navy has determined in writing that the 
public Interest requires that all sessions 
of the meeting be closed to the public 
because they will be concerned with 
matters listed in section 552b[c)(l) of 
title 5. United States Code. 

For further information concerning 
this meeting, contact Commander R. 
Robinson Harris, Executive Secretary of 
the CNO Executive Panel Advisory 
Committee. 2000 North Beauregard 
Street Room 568, Alexandria, Virginia 
22311. Phone (202) 094-8422. 

Dated: August 11.1083. 

F. N. Ottia, 

Lieutenant Commander, /ACC US. Sary 
Alternate Federal Register Liaison Officer: 

|F1 Ooc «-mra> fffcd a-tt-sx MS ««n| 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Office of Assistant Secretary for 
International Affairs 

International Atomic Energy 
Agreements; Civil Uses; Proposed 
Subsequent Arrangement With 
EURATOM 

Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 2160) notice is hereby given of a 
proposed "subsequent arrangement* 4 
under the Additional Agreement for 
Cooperation Between the Government 
of the United States of America and the 
European Atomic Energy Community 
(EURATOM) Concerning Peaceful Uses 
of Atomic Energy, as amended. 

The subsequent arrangement to be 
carried out under the above mentioned 
agreement involves approval for the 
return of 150 kilograms of highly 
enriched research reactor fuel from the 
FR) reactor in the Federal Republic of 
Germany for reprocessing and storage at 
the DOE Idaho facility. 

In accordance with section 131 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
it has been determined that this 
subsequent arrangement will not be 
inimical to the common defense and 
security. This arrangement for the return 
of US. origin highly enriched uranium 
(HEU) is consistent with U.S., non¬ 
proliferation policy in that it serves to 
reduce the amount of HEU abroad. 

This subsequent arrangement will 
take effect no sooner than fifteen days 
after the date of publication of this 
notice. 

For the Deportment of Energy. 

Dated: August 10.1983. 

George J. Bradley. Jr., 

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
International Affairs. 

pn Ooc eyzzzsa nw 5 -ij-u re mm) 
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International Atomic Energy 
Agreements; CtvH Uses; Proposed 
Subsequent Arrangement With 
EURATOM 

Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954. as amended (42 
U.S.C 2160) notice is hereby given of a 
proposed "subsequent arrangement** 
under the Additional Agreement for 
Cooperation Between the Government 
of the United States of America and the 
European Atomic Energy Community 
(EURATOM) Concerning Peaceful Uses \ 
of Atomic Energy, as amended. 

The subsequent arrangement to be 
carried out under the above mentioned 
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agreement involves approval of the 
following sale: 

Contract Number S-EU-781. with British 
Nuclear Fuels Ltd.. England. 5 grams of 
plutonium-239, for use as standard 
reference material. 

In accordance with section 131 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954. as amended. 
It has been determined that the 
furnishing of the nuclear material will 
not be inimical to the common defense 
and security. 

This subsequent arrangement will 
take effect no sooner than fifteen days 
after the date of publication of this 
notice. 

For the Department of Energy. 

Dated: Auguit 10.1983. 

George). Bradley. Jr, 

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Internationa! Affairs. 

|FS Doc *3-22281 Fifed 8-12-83: *45 «oi| 
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International Atomic Energy 
Agreement*; Civil Uees; Proposed 
Subsequent Arrangement With Austria 

Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954. as amended (42 
U.S.C. 2180) notice is hereby given of a 
proposed “subsequent arrangement" 
under the Agreement for Cooperation 
Between the Government of the United 
States of America and the Government 
of Austria Concerning Civil Uses of 
Atomic Energy, as amended. 

The subsequent arrangement to be 
carried out under the above mentioned 
agreement involves approval for the 
return of 5 Kilograms of highly enriched 
research reactor fuel from the Astra 
reactor in Austria to the DOE facility in 
Idaho for reprocessing and storage. 

In accordance with section 131 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954. as amended, 
it has been determined that this 
subsequent arrangement will not be 
Inimical to the common defense and 
security. This arrangement for the return 
of U.S. origin highly enriched uranium 
(HEU) is con sis tan t with U.S. non¬ 
proliferation objectives in that it serves 
to reduce the amount of HEU abroad. 

This subsequent arrangement will 
take effect no sooner than fifteen days 
after the date of publication of this 
notice. 

For the Department of Energy. 

Dated: August 10,1983. 

George J. Bradley. Jr., 

Principal Deputy Assistant Secretory for 
International A ffoirs. 

[Ht Doc 83-22280 KUwd 8-12-40 til am) 
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Economic Regulatory Administration 

I Docket No*. ERA-FC-79-003* and ERA- 
FC-80-021; ERA case Noe. 65006-9095-21- 
22 end 65000-9095-22-22J 

Proposed Mofiflcation of Orders 
Granting Permanent Peakload 
Exemptions to Modesto Irrigation 
District, McClure Station Units 1 and 2, 
Modesto, California 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 83-21119 begining on page 
35483 in the issue of Thursday. August 4, 
1983. change the date “September 19. 
1983“ to “September 8,1983" in the 
dates section in the first column on 
page 35484. 

SIUJMG COOC 1505-81-41 


Northeast Petroleum Industries, Inc^ 
Action Taken on Consent Order 

agency: Economic Regulatory 
Administration. DOE. 
action: Notice of action taken on 
Consent Order. 


summary: The Economic Regulatory 
Administration (“ERA") of the 
Department of Energy (“DOE**) 
announces that it has adopted a Consent 
Order with Northeast Petroleum 
Industries, Inc. as a final order of the 
Department. 

EFFECTIVE date: August 15.1983. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Robert J. McKee. Jr., Director, 
Philadelphia Field Office, ERA, 1421 
Cherry Street, Philadelphia. 

Pennsylvania 19102 (215-597M550). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April 
22,1983. Vol. 48. No. 79. Federal Register 
17373. the ERA published a notice in the 
Federal Register that on April 5,1983 it 
had executed a Proposed Consent Order 
with Northeast Petroleum Industries, 

Inc. (“Northeast"), which would not 
become effective sooner than thirty (30) 
days after publication of that notice. 
Pursuant to 10 CFR 205.199j(c). 

Interested persons were invited to 
submit comments concerning the terms 
and conditions of the Proposed Consent 
Order. 

As the notice of April 22,1983 stated, 
the remedial aspect of the Proposed 
Consent Order required Northeast to 
refund an aggregate amount of 
$2,000,000: $1,200,000 to be paid to the 
United States Treasury within thirty (30) 
days of the effective date of a final 
Consent Order, and $800,000 to 
identified No. 6 oils end-users by check. 
The Proposed Consent Order provided 
other pertinent details, including that 


Northeast must report to DOE on aM 
payments and refunds to those 
customers eligible to receive refunds, 
and, by implication that the identity of 
customers and the amount of the refund 
to such customers was subject to the 
approval of DOE. Those customers and 
amounts have been identified and 
approved by DOE. 

Eight comments about the Proposed 
Consent Order were received. Two were 
claims by alleged Northeast customers 
for refund; one by a customer which has 
not been identified as eligible for refund, 
and the other by a Massachusetts public 
agency which has been so identified. 
Five comments were submitted on 
behalf of thirteen states. (One of those 
comments was on behalf of nine states). 
Also one comment, apparently 
submitted as amicus, was by counsel for 
various state officials who represented 
that they had no direct interest in the 
Proposed Consent Order. Comments 
received late have nevertheless been 
considered. 

The comments from the states did not 
criticize any aspect of the Proposed 
Consent Order except the form of relief. 
The comments suggested that the states 
should be the recipients of certain fundi 
obtained by the Department of Energy in 
Consent Orders. Ten of the states 
claimed the entire $2,000,000 should be 
distributed to them; the other three 
states claimed only that the $1,200,000 
being paid to the United States Treasury 
should be distributed instead to the 
states. While the states may be 
recipients of relief in appropriate cases, 
the comments made no indication of 
why this particular Proposed Consent 
Order was similar to any other case 
Indeed, the Proposed Consent Order 
terms provided Implicitly for 
identification of the particular eligible 
customers to recicve refunds of $ 800,000 
and the amount of refunds per customer 
subject to DOE approval. There was no 
indication by any state of involvement 
by purchase from Northeast of No. 6 oils 
or any product directly by the state. 
None of the state comments identified 
what end-users were in their states or 
what portion, if any. each state should 
receive. Additionally several of the 
states suggested that an OHA Subpart V 
proceeding should be convened to 
identify meritorious claimants. 

Upon review, DOE has decided to 
modify the terms of the Consent Order 
to provide for payment of the $ 1 , 200,000 
to the DOE for appropriate disposition, 
instead of the U.S. Treasury. The final 
Order will reflect this change. Because 
eligible and identifiable No. 0 customers 
have beeen identified. DOE has been 
responsive to the comment from the 
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Ma ssachusetts public agency, a 
customer of Northeast eligible for 
refund. The Proposed Consent Order 
does not of course, resolve ultimate 
liability, if any, with regard to a private 
cause of action by any customer against 
Northeast 

The Proposed Consent Order, as 
modified, is therefore made final and 
effective on the date of publication of 

this Notice. 

lnued in Washington. D.C. on this 6th day 
of August 1083. 

Mill on C. Lorenz, 

Special Counsel. Economic Regulatory 
Administration. 

|H tv* * IH-Z22U7 PI ltd IV- 12-83 Hi «m| 
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I Docket No. ERA-f C-63-015; OFP Case No. 
WO 10-9233-21-241 

Turbo-Resources; Petition for 
Exemption and Availability of 

Certification 

agency: Economic Regulatory 
Administration, Department of Energy. 
action: Notice of Acceptance of Petition 
for Exemption and Availability of 
Certification by Turbo-Resources. 

summary: On July 8.1983, Turbo- 
Resources, Santa Monica, Calif., filed a 
petition with the Economic Regulatory 
Administration (ERA) of the Department 
of Energy (DOE) requesting a permanent 
cogeneration exemption for an electric 
puwerplant from the prohibitions of 
Title 11 of the Powerplant and Industrial 
Fuel Use Act of 1978 (42 U.S.C. 8301 et 
("FUA" or “the Act“). Title II of 
FUA prohibits both the use of petroleum 

*nd natural gas as a primary energy 
source in any new powerplant and the 
construction of any such facility without 
Ihe capability to use an alternate fuel as 
■ primary energy source. Final rules 
siting forth criteria and procedures for 
petitioning for exemptions from the 
prohibitions of Title U of FUA were 
published in the Federal Register at 48 
FR 59872 (December 7.1981). Final rules 
governing the cogeneration exemption 
were revised on June 25,1982 (47 FR 
29209, July 6, 1982). 

Turbo-Resources seeks an exemption 
for a proposed powerplant consisting of 
(l) a simple cycle turbine generator 
capable of using natural gas or .25% 
sulfur distillate oil to produce electricity, 
a, id (2) a supplementary-fired waste 
recovery system to generate process 
steam and heat at the Witco Chemical 
Corporation's (Witco) Oildale, 

California. refinery. It is expected that 
v dlually all of the net annual electric 
power produced by the cogenerator will 

sold to the Pacific Gas 6 Electric 


Company (PG&E). making the 
cogeneration facility an electric 
powerplant pursuant to the definitions 
contained in 10 CFR { 500.2. Witco will 
operate the facility for Turbo-Resources 
In accordance with the provisions of an 
agreement between Witco and Turbo- 
Resources. 

ERA has determined that the petition 
appears to include sufficient evidence to 
support an ERA determination on the 
exemption request and it is therefore 
accepted pursuant to 10 CFR 501.3. A 
review of the petition Is provided in the 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section 
below. 

As provided for in sections 701 (c) and 
(d) of FUA and 10 CFR 501.31 and 
501.33. interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments in regard to 
this petition and any interested person 
may submit a written request that ERA 
convene a public hearing. 

The public file containing a copy of 
this Notice of Acceptance and 
Availability of Certification as well as 
other documents and supporting 
materials on this proceeding is available 
upon request through DOE, Freedom of 
Information Reading Room, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW., Room 1E- 
190, Washington. D.C 20585, Monday 
through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. 

ERA will issue a final order granting 
or denying the petition for exemption 
from the prohibitions of the Act within 
six months after the end of the period 
for public comment and hearing, unless 
ERA extends such period. Notice of any 
such extension, together with a 
statement of reasons therefor, would be 
published in the Federal Register. 

OATES: Written comments are due on or 
before September 29.1983. A request for 
a public hearing must be made within 
this same 45-day period. 
addresses: Fifteen copies of written 
comments or a request for a public 
hearing shall be submitted to: Case 
Control Unit, Office of Fuels Programs, 
Room GA-093, Forrestal Building. 1000 
Independence Avenue. SW., 
Washington. D.C. 20585 
Docket No. ERA-FC^83-015 should be 
printed on the outside of the envelope 
and the document contained therein. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Anthony Wayne, Office of Fuels 
Programs, Economic Regulatory 
Administration, 1000 Independence 
Avenue SW.. Room GA-OT3C, 
Washington, D.C. 20585, Phone (202) 
252-1730 

Marya Rowan. Office of the General 
Counsel, Department of Energy, 
Forrestal Building, Room 0B-222,1000 
Independence Avenue SW., 


Washington, D.C. 20585, Phone (202) 

252-2967, 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Turbo- 
Resources proposals to install a 
cogeneration system at Witco's Oildale, 
California refinery which will (1) 
generate electrical power for sale to 
PG&E, and (2) produce steam and heat 
to meet the Witco refinery's process 
requirements. The proposed 
cogeneration system will be operated by 
Witco and owned by Turbo-Resources, 
The system will consist of a simple cycle 
gas turbine generator which will 
produce electric power and a 
supplementary-fired waste heat 
recovery system which will produce 
steam and provide process heat for 
Witco's use in the refinery process. 
Turbo-Resources expects to sell 
virtually all of the net annual electic 
power generation to PG&E. The sale of 
in excess of 50 percent of the facility's 
net annual electric power-generation 
clauses it to be classified as an electic 
powerplant under FUA (10 CFR 500,2). It 
is therefore subject to the Title II 
construction and fuel use prohibitions 
contained in the Act 

Section 212(c) of the Act and 10 CFR 
503.37 provide for a permanent 
cogeneration exemption from the 
prohibitions of Title II of FUA. In 
accordance with the requirements of 
S 503.37(a)(1). Turbo Resources has 
certified to ERA that: 

1. The oil or gas to be consumed by 
the cogeneration facility will be less 
than that which would otherwise be 
consumed In the absence of the 
cogeneration facility, where the 
calculation of savings is in accordance 
with 10 CFR 503.37(b); and 

2. The use of a mixture of petroleum 
or natural gas and an alternate fuel in 
the cogeneration facility, for which an 
exemption under CFR 503.38 would be 
available, would not be economically or 
technically feasible. 

In accordance with the evidentiary 
requirements of { 503.37(c), (and in 
addition to the certifications discussed 
above) Turbo-Resources hat also 
included as part of its petition: 

1. Exhibits containing the basis for the 
certifications described above; and 

2. An environmental impact analysis, 
at required under 10 CFR 503.13. 

In processing this exemption request. 
ERA will comply with the requirements 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (NEPA); the Council on 
Environmental quality's implementing 
regulations, 40 CFR 1500 et seq.; and 
DOE's guidelines implementing those 
regulations, published at 45 FR 20694, 
March 28,1980, NEPA compliance may 
involve the preparation of (1) an 





























36876 


Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 158 / Monday. August 15. 1983 / Notices 


Environmental Impact Statement (EIS); 
(2) an Environmental Assessment; or (3) 
a memorandum to the die finding that 
the grant of the requested exemption 
would not be considered a major 
Federal action significantly affecting the 
quality of the environment If an EIS is 
determined to be required. ERA will 
publish a Notice of Intent to prepare an 
EIS in the Federal Register as soon as 
practicable. No final action will be 
taken on the exemption petition until 
ERA’s NEPA compliance has been 
completed. 

The acceptance of the petition by ERA 
does not constitute a determination that 
Turbo-Resources is entitled to the 
exemption requested That 
determination will be bused on the 
entire record of this proceeding, 
including any comments received during 
the public comment period provided for 
in this notice. 

timed in Washington, D.C. on August a, 
1983. 

Robert L. Davie*, 

Deputy Director. Office of Fuels Programs, 
Economic Regulatory Administration. 

(FR Doc o-aace fiw a-iset *ts ■»( 
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(ERA Docket No. 83-Cert-27B etc.) 

A. E. Staley MFG- Co.etaL; 
Applications for Certification of 
Eligible Use of Natural Gas To Displace 
Fuel Oil 

The Economic Regulatory 
Administration (ERA) of the Department 
of Energy has received the following 
applications for certification of an 
eligible use of natural gas to displace 
fuel oil pursuant to 10 CFR Part 595 (44 
FR 47920, August 16,1979). End-users 
who have the capability to use natural 
gas in place of fuel oil at any of their 
facilities can arrange for direct 
purchases and transportation of the gas 
to those facilities under the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission's (FERC) 
fuel oil displacement program. The ERA 
certification is required by, the FERC as 
a precondition to interstate 
transportation of fuel oil displacement 
gas in accordance with procedures in 18 
CFR Part 284. Subpart F. 

Pertinent information regarding these 
applications is listed below, while more 
detailed information is contained in 
each application of file and available for 
inspection at the ERA Fuels Conversion 
Division Docket Room RG-42, Room 
GA-093. Forrestal Building, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW., 

Washington, D.C. 20585. from 8:00 a.m. 
to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except Federal holidays. 


1. 83-CERT-278. 

Applicant: A. E. Staley Mfg. Co- 
Decatur. HI. 

Date Filed: July 27.1983. 

Facility Location: Decatur. III. 

Gas Volume: 1.560.000 Mcf per year. 

Oil displacement: 247.619 barrels of 
No. 8 fuel oil (1.0 percent sulfur). 

Eligible Seller. Michigan Consolidated 
Gas Co- Detroit. Michigan. 

Transporter: Michigan-Wisconsin 
Pipeline Co.. Detroit. Mich., Natural Gas 
Pipeline Co.. Houston. Tex., and Illinois 
Power Co.. Decatur. UL 

2. 83-CERT-279. 

Applicant: A. E. Staley Mfg. Co- 
Decatur. 111. 

Date Filed: July 27.1983. 

Facility Location: Champaign. UL 

Gas Volume: 550,000 Mcf per year. 

Oil Displacement: 94,893 barrels of 
No. 2 fuel oil (0.5 percent sulfur). 

Eligible Seller Michigan Consolidated 
Gas Co., Detroit Michigan. 

Transporter Michigan-Wisconsin 
Pipeline Co.. Detroit. Mich., Natural Gas 
Pipeline Co., Houston. Tex., and Illinois 
Power Co.. Decatur. III. 

3. 83-CERT-281. 

Applicant: Lever Brothers Co.. 

Baltimore, Md. 

Date Filed: July 27.1983. 

Facility Location: Baltimore. Md.. 

Gas Volume: 305,000 Mcf per year. 

Oil Displacement: 52.873 barrels of 
No. 2 fuel oil (0.2 percent sulfur). 

Eligible Seller Berea Oil 8 Gas Corp., 
Bridgeport W. Va.. Exxon U.S.A., 
Houston, Tex., FMF Oil 8 Gas 
Properties. Great Falls, Va., Fox Oil 8 
Gas, Inc., McMurray. Pa., Park-Ohio 
Industries. Inc., Cleveland. Ohio. Target 
Exploration, Inc., Columbia, Md., Union 
Drilling Co- Buckhannon. W. Va.. and 
Yankee Resources, Inc.. Columbus. 

Ohio. 

Transporter Columbia gas 
Transmission Corp- Charleston. W. Va., 
and Baltimore Gas & Electric Co- 
Baltimore. Md. 

4. 83-CERT-282. 

Applicant: United States Steel Corp., 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Date Filed: July 28,1983, 

Facility Location: Florence. Ky. 

Gas Volume: 204,000 Mcf per year. 

Oil Displacement: 34,286 barrels of 
No. 6 fuel oil (1.0 percent sulfur). 

Eligible Seller Exxon U.&A.. Houston. 
Tex., Texas Gas Transmission Corp., 
Owensboro. Ky.. and Ohio Cas 
Marketing Corp- Newark. Ohio. 

Transporter Columbia Gas 
Transmission Corp,, Charleston. W. Va., 
and The Union Light, Heat A Power Co.. 
Covington Ky. 

To provide the public with as much 
opportunity to participate in this 
proceeding as is practicable under the 


circumstances, we are inviting any 
person wishing to comment concerning 
any of these applications to submit 
comments in writing to the Econon c 
Regulatory Administration. Office of 
Fuels Programs, Fuels Conversion 
Division. RG-42, Room GA-093, 

Forrestal Building. 1000 Independence 
Avenue, SW.. Washington. D.C. 20585. 
Attention: Richard A. Ransom within 
ten calendar days of the date of 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. The docket number of the 
should be printed on the outside of the 
envelope. 

An opportunity to make an oral 
presentation of data, views, and 
arguments either against or in support of 
any of the above applications may be 
requested by any interested person n 
writing within the ten-day comment 
period. The request should state the 
person’s interest and. if appropriate, 
why the person is a proper 
representative of a group or class of 
persons that has such an interest. The 
request should include a summary of the 
proposed oral presentation and a 
statement as to why an oral 
presentation is necessary. 

If ERA determines that an oral I 

presentation is necessary in a particular I 
case, further notice will be given to the I 
applicant and any person filing I 

comments in that case and will be I 

published in the Federal Register. 1 

lusued in Washington. D.C- on August 5 I 

1983. I 

Robert L. Davies. I 

Deputy Director. Office of Fuels Program r 1 

Economic Regulatory A dministrolion I 

fFS Doc 0-222OB FOrtS- 1 
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l ERA Docket No. 63-CERT-110, as 
Amended] 

ITT GrinneW Corp; Application for 
Amendment to Existing Certification of 
Eligible use of Natural Gas To Displace 
Fuel Oil 

On July 1.1983. ITT Crinnell Corp . 
Columbia, Pa- was granted a certificate 
of an eligible use of natural gas to 
displace fuel oil by the Administrate)* :>f 
the Economic Regulatory Administration 
(ERA) (Docket No. 83-CERT-110). The 
certification was for the eligible use of 
255.500 Mcf per year of natural gas 
purchased from Ohio Gas Marketing 
Corp. for use by ITT Grinneli Corp. at its 
facility located in Columbia. Pa. The 
volume of natural gas was estimated to 
displace the use of approximately 
2,000.000 gallons of No. 2 fuel oil (1-0 
percent sulfur) per year at the above 
facility. The transporter and distributor 
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were Columbia Gas Transmission Corp. 
and LJGl Corp., respectively. That 
certificate will expire June 30,1964. 

On July 20,1983. ITT Grinnell Corp. 
filed an application for amendment to 
the existing certification of an eligible 
use to add Mesa Petroleum Co.. 

Amarillo. Tex-, as an eligible seller, 
pursuant to 10 CFR Part 595 (44 FR 
August 18,1979). All other 
aspects of the July 1,19B3, certification 
remain unchanged. The application for 
amendment is on file and available for 
public inpsection at the ERA Fuels 
Conversion Division Docket Room, RG- 
42, Room GA-003, Forrestal Building. 

1000 Independence Avenue. SW.. 
Washington, D.C. 20585, from 8.00 a.m. 
to 4 00 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except Federal holidays. 

To provide the public with as much 
opportunity to participate in this 
proceeding as is practicable under the 
arums lances, we are inviting any 
person wishing to comment concerning 
this application for amendment to 
submit comments in writing to the 
Economic Regulatory Administration. 
Office of Fuels Programs, Fuels 
Conversion Division. RG-42, Room GA- 
093. Forrestal Building. 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW., 

Washington, D.C. 20585. Attention: 
Richard A. Ransom, within ten (10) 
calendar days of the date of publication 
fo this notice in the Federal Register. 

An opportunity to make an oral 
presentation of data, views, and 
arguments either against or in support of 
this application for amendment may be 
requested by any interested person in 
writing within the ten (10) day comment 
period. The request should state the 
person’s interest and, if appropriate, 
why the person is a proper 
representative of a group or class of 
persons that has such an interest The 
request should include a summary of the 
proposed oral presentation and a 
■trtfoment as to why an oral 
presentation is necessary. 

If ERA determines that an oral 
presentation is necessary, further notice 
will be given to the applicant and any 
person filing comments and will be 
Polished in the Federal Register. 

Nsued In Washington. D.C, on August 5, 

1983 . 

Robert L. Davies, 

th'puty Director , Office of Fuels Programs. 

L ' wmic Regulatory Administration. 

If* 1 U-lZXm FM 4-12-4* *4* mm\ 
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I ERA Docket No. 83-CERT-104, as 
Amended) 

St Elizabeth Medical Center, Inc.; 
Application for Amendment to Existing 
Certification of Eligible Use of Natural 
Gaa To Displace Fuel Olt 

On July 1,1983, St. Elizabeth Medical 
Center, Inc* Edgewood Ky., was 
granted a certificate of an eligible use of 
natural gas to displace fuel oil by the 
Administrator of the Economic 
Regulatory Administration (ERA) 
(Docket No. 83-CERT-104). The 
certification was for the eligible use of 
50.038 Mcf per year of natural gas 
purchased from Exxon U.S.A., Texas 
Gas Corp.. and Ohio Gas Marketing 
Corp., for use by St. Elizabeth Medical 
Center. Inc., at its two facilities located 
in Covington and Edgewood, Ky. The 
volume of natural gas was estimated to 
displace the use of approximately 
648.000 gallons of No. 2 fuel oil (0.2 
percent sulfur) per year at the above 
facility. The transporter and local 
distributor were Columbia Gas 
Transmission Corp. and Cincinnati Gas 
and Electric Co., respectively. That 
certificate will expire June 30,1984. 

On May 23.1963, St Elizabeth 
Medical Center, Inc., filed a correcting 
amendment to the original application 
for certification of an eligible use to 
increase the volumes of natural gas to 
88,000 Mcf, from 50,038 Mcf. at the 
above facilities, pursuant to 10 CFR Part 
595 (44 FR 47920, August 18,1979). This 
amendment was inadvertently 
overlooked when the July 1.1983, 
certification was granted. All other 
aspects of the July 1,1983. certification 
remain unchanged. The correcting 
amendment is on file and available for 
public inspection at the ERA Fuels 
Conversion Division Docket Room, RG- 
42. Room CA-093. Forrestal Building, 
1000 Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington. D.C. 20585, from 8*30 a.m. 
to 4:30 p.nu Monday through Friday, 
except Federal holidays. 

To provide the public with as much 
opportunity to participate in this 
proceeding as is practicable under the 
circumstances, we are inviting any 
person wishing to comment concerning 
this correcting amendment to submit 
comments in writing to the Economic 
Regulatory Administration. Office of 
Fuels Programs, Fuels Conversion 
Division, RG-42. Room GA-093, Forestal 
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue, 
SW., Washington, D.C 20585. Attention: 
Richard A- Ransom, within ten (10) 
calendar days of the date of publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register. 

An opportunity to make an oral 
presentation of data, views, and 
arguments eigher against or in support 


of this correcting amendment may be 
requested by any interested person in 
writing within the ten (10) day comment 
period. The request should state the 
person’s interest and, if appropriate, 
why the person is a proper 
representative of a group or class of 
persons that has such an interest. The 
request should include a summary of the 
proposed oral presentation and a 
statement as to why an oral 
presentation is necessary. 

If ERA determines that an oral 
presentation is necessary, further notice 
will be given to the applicant and any 
person filing comments and will be 
published in the Federal Register. 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on August 5. 
1963. 

Robert L. Davies, 

Deputy Director. Office of Fuels Programs , 
Economic Regulatory Administration. 

[KR Due Hlmd 4 1 J AV *mj 
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(ERA Docket No. 83-CERT-167, as 
Amended] 

Vulcan Materials Co., Metals Division; 
Application for Amendment to Existing 
Certification of Eligible Use of Natural 
Gas To Displace Fuel OU 

On July 8 1983, Vulcan Materials Co.. 
Metals Division, Sparrows Point, Md.. 
was granted a certificate of an eligible 
use of natural gas to displace fuel oil by 
the Administrator of the Economic 
Regulatory Ad minis tration (ERA) 
(Docket No. 83-CERT-167). The 
certification was for the eligible use of 
142.000 Mcf per year of natural gas 
purchased from Target Exploration, Inc., 
and Exxon U.S.A. for use by Vulcan 
Materials Co. at its facility located in 
Sparrows Point, Md. The volume of 
natural gas was estimated to displace 
the use of approximately 23.715 barrels 
of No. 4 fuel oil (1.0 percent sulfur) per 
year at the above facility. The 
transporter and local distributor were 
Columbia Gas Transmission Corp. and 
Baltimore Gas and Electric Co., 
respectively. That certificate will expire 
July 7,1984. 

On June 24.1983, Vulcan Materials 
Co. filed an application for amendment 
to the existing certification of an eligible 
use to add Berea Oil and Gas Corp., 
Bridgeport, W. Va., FMF Oil and Gas 
Properties, Great Falls, Va., Park-Ohio 
Industries, Inc., Cleveland, Ohio. Union 
Drilling Co., Buckhannon, W. Va., and 
Fox Oil and Gas. Inc, McMurray, Pa., as 
eligible sellers, pursuant to 10 CFR Part 
595 (44 FR 47920. August 18.1979). AU 
other aspects of the July 8,1983, 
certification remain unchanged. The 
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application for amendment is on file and 
available for public inspection at the 
ERA Fuels Conversion Division Docket 
Room. RG-42, Room GA-093, Forrestal 
Building. 1000 Independence Avenue. 
SW.. Washington. D.C. 20585, from 8:00 

a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, except Federal holidays. 

To provide the public with as much 
opportunity to participate in this 
proceeding as is practicable under the 
circumstances, we are inviting any 
person wishing to comment concerning 
this application for amendment to 
submit comments in writing to the 
Economic Regulatory Administration 
Office of Fuels Programs, Fuels 
Conversion Division. RG-42. Room GA- 
093, Forrestal Building. 1000 
Independence Avenue. SW., 
Washington. D.C. 20585, Attention: 
Richard A. Ransom, within ten (10) 
calendar days of the date of publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register. 

An opportunity to make an oral 
presentation of data, views, and 
arguments either against or in support of 
this application for amendment may be 
requested by any interested person in 
writing within the ten (10) day comment 
period The request should state the 
person's interest and. if appropriate, 
why the person is a proper 
representative of a group or class of 
persons that has such an interest. The 
request should include a summary of the 
proposed oral presentation and a 
statement as to why an oral 
presentation is necessary. 

If ERA determines that an oral 
presentation is necessary, further notice 
will be given to the application and any 
person filing comments and will be 
published in the Federal Register. 

Issued in Washington. D.C. on August 5. 
1983. 

Kobort L. Davies, 

Deputy Director. Office of Fuels Programs. 
Economic Regulatory Administration , 

|F* I toe UIZ» Fifed SIHI. MS an] 
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Energy Information Administration 
(Form EIA-213] 

Solicitation of Comments; 'Typically 
Net Monthly Bills” 

agency: Energy Information 
Administration, DOE. 
action: Notice of Proposed Extension of 
Form EIA-213. 'Typical Net Monthly 
Bills,” and Solicitation of Comments. 

summary: In accordance with the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980. this 
notice announces a proposed extension 
of a form and Invites comments on the 


form. Form EIA-213, ‘Typical Net 
Monthly Bills,” collects annually, at the 
community level, typical net monthly 
bills as of January 1, for representative 
amounts of electricity for residential, 
commercial, and industrial service. It is 
completed on a voluntary basis by 
electric utilities. The Eneigy Information 
Administration (ELA) publishes the 
survey data annually in the Typical 
Electric Bills publication. 
dates: Written comments must be 
submitted within 30 days of the 
publication of this notice. 
address: Send comments to Beverly 
Byrdsong at the address listed below. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To 
obtain additional information or copies 
of the Form EIA-213, contact Beverly 
Byrdsong, EI-541, Mail Stop: 2F-021, 

U.S. Department of Energy. 1000 
Independence Avenue. SW., 
Washington, DC 20585, (202) 252-8872. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Current Action 

II. Request for Comment* 

I. Current Action 

DOE proposes extension of the Form 
EIA-213, "Typical Net Monthly Bills.” 
The form Is completed by electric 
utilities serving residential communities 
with a population of 2.500 or larger and 
commercial and industrial communities 
with a population of 50,000 or larger. 

The data provide the ELA. Congressional 
personnel, other government agencies, 
various sectors of industry and the 
public with a means of comparing the 
cost of representative quantities of 
electricity for business and residential 
customers in communities throughout 
the United States. The published data 
also provide an historical base for 
noting long term national trends of 
average bills for residential, commercial, 
and industrial service. The survey data 
will be collected, processed, and 
published by DOE. The form is the same 
as previously used. 

H. Request for Comments 

The DOE invites prospective 
respondents to comment on the planned 
revisions within 30 days of the 
publication of this notice. The following 
general guidelines are provided to assist 
in the preparation of responses: 

(As a potential data provider) 

a. Are the instructions and definitions 
clear and sufficient? If not, what 
instructions require clarification? 

b. Can data be submitted using the 
definitions included in the instructions? 

c. Can the data be submitted in 
accordance with the response time 
specified in the instructions? 


d. How many hours, including time far 
preparation and administrative review, 
will your organization require to 
complete and submit the form? 

e. What is the estimated cost of 
completing the form, including the direct 
and indirect costs associated with the 
data collection? Direct costs should 
include all one-time and recurring costs, 
such as development, assembly, 
equipment. ADP, and other 
administrative costs directly 
attributable to providing this 
information. 

f. Do you know of other Federal, State 
or local agencies that collect similar 
data? (If yes. please identify.) 

g. How can the form be Improved? 

(As a potential user) 

a. Do you need data at the levels of 
detail indicated on the form? 

b. For what purposes would you use 
these data? (Be specific.) 

c. How could the form be improved to 
better meet your specific data needs? 

d. Are there alternative sources of 
data and do you use them? What are 
their deficiencies? 

DOE is also interested in receiving 
comments from persons as to their 
views on the need of the collection of 
.this information. 

Comments submitted in response to 
this notice will be included in the 
request for Office of Management and 
Budget approval of this data collection 
and will become a matter of public 
record. 

Issued in Washington. D.C August 9. 1963. 
Yvonne M. Bishop, 

Director. Statistical Standards. Energy 
Information Administration. 

|FX Doc. 0-221*1 Fifed S-t2-0 MS *m| 

StLUNO COOC *460-0141 


Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

{Docket No. ER83-661-000] 

Allegheny Power Service Corp., Filing 

August 10.1963. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that Allegheny Power 
Service Corporation (Allegheny) 
tendered for filing on August 2,1983. an 
Agreement concerning limited terra and 
supplemental power service among 
Monongahela Power Company 
(Monongahela). The Potomac Edison 
Company (Potomac). West Penn Power 
Company (West Penn) and Baltimore 
Gas A Electric Company (BG&E). 

Allegheny states that the Agreement 
sets forth terms pursuant to which 
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Monongahela, Potomac and West Penn 
will deliver to BC&E 200.000 kilowatts of 
ItmHed term power and energy for the 
period October 1.1983 through 
December 31,1983. and such amount of 
limited term power and energy as the 
parties may agree on in future periods. 

Allegheny requests an effective date 
of October 1,1983, and therefore 
requests waiver of the Commission's 
notice requirements. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, NX. Washington. 
DC. 20428. in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211. 
385.214). All such motions or protests 
should be Hied on or before August 28, 
1983 Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
•pprnpriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
became a party must file a motion to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the commission and arc available 
for public inspection. 

Lum D. Cashell, 

Acting Secretary . 

** Do U-2223* * HM S-i:40. * 45 »n>| 
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(Docket No. CP83-425-0001 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co.; Request 
Under Blanket Authorization 

August 10.1983. 

Take notice that on July 18,1983. 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company, a 
division of Arkla. Inc. (Arkla). P.O. Box 
21734, Shreveport. Louisiana 71151, filed 
in Docket No. CP83-425-000 a request 
pursuant to Section 157205 of the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(1« CFR 157.205) to construct and 
operate a sales tap on its jurisdictional 
une 6 in Sedgewick County, Kansas, to 
Permit a direct sale of about 426,000 Mcf 
of gas par year to American Casahol 
Kefiners. Inc., under the authorization 
tomed in Docket Nos. CP82-384-000 and 
LPU2-384-001 pursuant to Section 7 of 

* ” Natural Gas Act. all as more fully 
Jf 1 krih in the request on file with the 
Lommission and open to public 

inspection. 

Arkla states that the impact of service 

the new customer would be de 
Minimis upon the gas supply of the 
jywa system, which during 1982 
bandigd 394.607.813 Mcf. Arkla also 
mdicates it projects no curtailment 
e *uept on spike peaks on the Arkla 
*>»tem In the foreseeable future. The 


cost of the proposed tap is estimated to 
be $29,700, 

Any person or the Commission's staff 
may, within 45 days after issuance of 
the instant notice by the Commission, 
file pursuant to Rule 214 of the 
Commission's Procedural Rules (18 CFR 
385.214} a motion to intervene or notice 
of intervention and pursuant to i 157205 
of the Regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act (18 CFR 157205) a protest to the 
request. If no protest is filed within the 
time allowed therefor, the proposed 
activity shall be deemed to be 
authorized effective the day after the 
time allowed for filing a protest if a 
protext is filed and not withdrawn 
within 30 days after the time allowed for 
filing a protest the instant request shall 
be treated as an application for 
authorization pursuant to Section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act 
Lob D. Cashed. 

Acting Secretary. 

fFX Doc B3-322JS FU*d S-lKSk *45 ««] 
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[Docket No. ER83-663-000] 

Arkansas Power & Light Co.; Filing 

August 10,1903. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on August 4 . 1983. 
Arkansas Power k Light Company 
(Arkansas) tendered for filing a 
proposed change in one of the 
Company’s rate schedules: 

Arkansas Power A Light Company 
Rate Schedule No. FERC No. 98 

According to the Company. Rate 
Schedule FERC No. 98 is a contract 
between the Company and the Conway 
Corporation of Conway, Arkansas. The 
Company indicates that the change in 
FERC No. 98 includes only the reduction 
of capacity at one existing point of 
delivery. The Com pany further indicates 
that the change tn FERC No. 98 is 
proposed to take effect on or about June 
1,1983. For this reason, the Company 
requests waiver of the Commission's 
notice requirements. 

Arkansas states that there will be no 
change in rates or provisions in the 
schedule other than those noted above. 

According to the Company, a copy of 
the filing has been mailed to the 
Conway Corporation. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street, NX. Washington, 
D.C. 20428, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211, 


385.214). AH such motions or protests 
should be filed on or before August 29. 
1983. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Lob D. Casbell, 

Acting Secretary. 

|IHR Doc 9^22237 Filed (MH1 145 mb) 

BILLING C00C f717-0 Mi 


(Docket No. ER83-662-000] 

Bangor Hydro-Electric Co.; Filing 
August 10.1983. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on August 3,1983. 
Bangor Hyrdro-Electric Company 
(Bangor) tendered for filing a Sates 
Agreement (Agreement) made as of July 
1.1883 between Bangor and Public 
Service Company of New Hampshire 
(PSNH) for the sale of unit power by 
Bangor to PSNH. 

Bangor states that the Agreement 
provides for a unit sale af 40,000 
kilowatts from Bangor's entitlement in 
the Mystic Unit No. 7. owned and 
operated by the Boston Edison Company 
(Boston), to PSNH. Bangor has such 
entitlement under contract for the 
proposed term of the Agreement from 
Boston. Such contract has been accepted 
for filing as Boston’s Rate Schedule FPC 
No. 106. The Agreement provides that 
PSNH pay for the capacity at the rate of 
$20 per kilowatt per year and for their 
pro-rata share of the actual energy costs. 

Bangor requests an effective date of 
July 1,1983, and therefore requests 
waiver of the Commission's notice 
requirements. 

A copy of this filing was mailed to 
PSNH. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street. NX, Washington, 
D.C 20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules and 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385211. 
385214). All such motions or protests 
should be filed on or before August 24. 
1983. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
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with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Lob D. Cashell. 

Acting Secretary . 

|FR Due PUad S 4& un| 

MUJMQ COOC «717-Ot-M 


[Docket Ho. CP83-424-000) 

Carnegie Natural Gas Co. and 
Equitable Gas Co.; Application 

August 10.1963. 

Take notice that on July 15.1983, 
Carnegie Natural Gas Company 
(Carnegie). 800 Regis Street. Pittsburgh. 
Pennsylvania 15238, and Equitable Gas 
Company (Equitable). 420 Boulevard of 
the Allies. Pittsburgh. Pennsylvania 
15219, filed in Docket No. CP83-424-000 
an application pursuant to Section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the continued exchange of 
natural gas pursuant to the terms of an 
amended agreement, all as more fully 
set forth In the application which is on 
file with with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

It is stated that Equitable transports 
gas for Carnegie from various locations 
in Pennsylvania for exchange pursuant 
to the terms of an agreement dated 
February 18,1932, as amended. Carnegie 
pays Equitable $45.00 per 1.000 Mcf of 
ga9 delivered by Equitable to Carnegie, 
it is further stated, it is also stated that a 
notice by Equitable of an increase in the 
transportation rate paid by Carnegie to 
Equitable is filed simultaneously 
herewith. Furthermore, it is asserted that 
Equitable retains three percent of 
Carnegie’s gas for leakage and 
unaccounted for gas. 

Carnegie and Equitable herein 
propose the following changes pursuant 
to the terms of a June 1,1983, 
supplement agreement: 

(1) The abandonment of certain 
presently existing exchange points and 
related facilities; 

(2) A limit of 5.000 Mcf of gas per day 
for gas delivered by Carnegie to 
Equitable for subsequent redelivery to 
Carnegie; 

(3) The addition of three new 
exchange points whereby Equitable 
would redeliver gas to Carnegie located 
in East Pittburgh. Union Township, and 
McKeesport. Pennsylvania; and 

(4) Various changes relating to units of 
measurement, force majeure . and 
liability. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before August 
31,1983. file with the Federal Energy 


Regulatory Commission. Washington, 
D.C. 20428, a motion to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 
385.214 or 385.211) and the Regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
157.10). All protests filed with the 
Commi&sion will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to moke the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file a 
motion to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Section 7 and 15 of the Natural Cas Act 
and the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no motion to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on it own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate Is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a motion 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duty given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Lois D. Coshell, 

Acting Secretary . 

fFX Doc 0-12230 Filed 9-12-0 945 «m] 
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(Docket No. ER83-658-000) 

Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corp.; 
Filing 

Augunt 9.1983 

Take notice that on August 1.1983, 
Central Hudson Cas & Electric Cas 
Corporation (Central Hudson) tendered 
for filing its development of actual costs 
for 1982 related to substation service 
provided to Consolidated Edison 
Company of New York, Inc. (Con 
Edison) in accordance with the 
Provisions of its Rate Schedule FERC 
No. 43. # 

Central Hudson indicates that the 
actual cost for 1982 amount to $317,516 
and will be the basis on which 
estimated charges for 1983 will be billed. 

Central Hudson requests an effective 
date of January 1,1983, and therefore 


A 


requests waiver of the Commission s 
notice requirements. 

Copies of the filing were served on 
Con Edison and the State of New York 
Public Service Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, N.E., Washington. 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.2U. 
385.214). All such motions or protests 
should be filed on or before August 23, 
1983. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Lott D. C*»bell, 

Acting Secretary . 

|FR Doc 69-22210 FBad 9-11-0 U) «m| 
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(Docket No. ER83-659-000I 

Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corp., 
Filing 

August 9,1983. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on August 1.1983. 
Central Hudson Cas & Electric 
Corporation (Central Hudson) tendered 
for filing its development of actual costs 
for 1982 related to transmission service 
provided from the Roscton Generating 
Want to Consolidated Edison Company 
of New York, Inc. (Con Edison) and 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation 
(Niagara Mohawk) in accordance with 
the provisions of its Rate Schedule 
FERC No. 42. 

The actual costs for 1982 amount to 
$1.2361 per Mw.-day to Con Edison and 
$4.5571 per Mw.-day to Niagara 
Mohawk, and form the basis on which 
charges for 1983 have been estimated. 

Central Hudson requests an effective 
date of January 1. 1983. and therefore 
requests waiver of the Commission’s 
notice requirements. 

Copies of the filing have been served 
upon Con Edison, Niagara Mohawk and 
the State of New York Public Service 
Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 625 
North Capitol Street. NE.. Washington 
D.C. 20428. in accordance with Rules 211 














Federal Register / Vol. 46. No. 158 / Monday, August 15, 1983 / Notices 


36881 


ind 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211. 
305 214). All such motions or protests 
should be filed on or before August 23. 
1963. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
Appropriate action to be taken, but will 
cot serve to make protestants parties to 
tb# proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection, 
lob D. Cashall 
Acting Secretary. 

|n Doc &V22217 Plied §-12-63 MA trnj 
mi* o coot «7t7-ot-y 


IDocket Mo. CP83-379-000) 

City of Brewton, Alabama v. United 
Gss Pipe Une Co.; Complaint and 
Petition for Declaratory Order 

Augu*t 10,1903. 

Take notice that on June 14.1983. the 
City of Brewton. Alabama (Petitioner). 
P.O. Box 388. Brewton, Alabama 36427. 
filed in Docket No. CP83-379-000. 
pursuant to Sections 385.206 and 385.207 
of the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure (18 CFR 385.206 and 
385.207). a complaint and petition for a 
declaratory order determining the legal 
effect of Articles I and UI of its service 
agreement with United Gas Pipe Line 
Company (United), that United's 
contract is unjust and unreasonable in 
violation of Sections 5 and 13 of the 
Natural Gas Act (NGA) and that 
United’* actions constitute a violation of 
antitrust law. all as more fully set forth 
in the complaint and petition which is 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Petitioner states that it owns and 
operates a gas distribution utility 
Irving approximately 2.900 customers 
in Brewton and East Brewton, Alabama, 
and that United is Petitioner's sole 
aource of natural gas. Petitioner states 
mat its service agreement with United 
dated August 10.1981. requires United 
to serve Petitioner with up to 5.378 Mcf 
of natural ga9 per day under United's 
Pate Schedule G. Petitioner states that 
service agreement contains a "full 
requirements" clause which may require 
Petitioner to purchase all of its natural 
supplies from United. Petitioner 
further states that the agreement 
contains a conflicting clause that is part 
°* Lnited's form service agreement for 
service to distributors which Petitioner 
Maintains contemplates circumstances 
under which Petitioner would purchase 
less than its full requirements of natural 
from United. Petitioner requests 


issuance of a declaratory order 
determining the force and effect of the 
allegedly conflicting contractual 
provisions. 

In its request. Petitioner argues that a 
public utility has a duty to its customers 
to supply gas at the lowest possible 
reasonable rate consistent with the 
maintenance of adequate sorvice in the 
public interest. Petitioner maintains that 
the full requirements clause leaves 
Petitioner without the flexibility to deal 
with future high prices and lack of 
supply contrary to the best interests of 
its customers. Petitioner avers that it has 
experienced a 57 percent decline in gas 
consumption within the last five years 
because of a substantial loss of 
industrial and small commercial 
customers. Petitioner maintains that 
United's increased rates are responsible 
for such loss. Petitioner also indicates 
that nearby gas sources have quoted it 
prices for natural gas substantially 
lower than United's current rate. 

If the service agreement requires 
Petitioner to purchase its full 
requirements of natural gas from United. 
Petitioner further argues that the clause 
is unjust, unreasonable, unduly 
discriminatory and preferential and in 
violation of Sections 5 and 13 of the 
NGA. Petitioner maintains that when it 
entered into the sorvice agreement with 
United the natural gas industry was 
fully regulated and price competition 
among suppliers was minima). Petitioner 
maintains that full requirements clauses 
were not necessarily incompatible with 
the structures and practices of the 
industry at that time. Petitioner further 
maintains that during this regulated 
period the Federal Power Commission 
recognized that competition among 
suppliers would benefit consumers, that 
local distribution companies Like the 
Petitioner need to have flexibility to 
change their supply arrangements, and 
that full requirements clauses are 
contrary to the NGA. Petitioner argues 
that recent price increases have 
unsettled established relationships and 
engendered price competition making 
full requirements clauses inappropriate 
in an era of price deregulation. 

In addition. Petitioner avers that 
United has acted in a preferential and 
unduly discriminatory manner in 
enforcing full requirements clauses by 
allowing larger distribution customers 
with full requirements provisions in 
their contracts to continue to use 
alternative sources of supply originally 
used when United was in deep 
curtailment. Petitioner also avers that 
United used its monopoly power to 
require customers such as Petitioner to 
sign contracts prohibiting them from 
purchasing natural gas from United's 


competitors in violation of Sections 1 
and 2 of the Sherman Antitrust Act and 
Section 3 of the Clayton Act. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition and complaint should on or 
before September 9.1983. file with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 
Washington. D C. 20426. a motion to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211). 
All protests filed with the Commission 
will be considered by it in determining 
the appropriate action to be taken but 
will not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene In accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Lois D. Cash oil. 

Acting Secretary. 

JFK Doc O-2ZM0 Fifed 6-12-43 k4S «ot) 
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IDocket No. RP83-116-0001 

City of Fairhope, Alabama v. United 
Gas Pipe Une Co.; Complaint and 
Petition for Declaratory Order 

August 10.1963. 

Take notice that on July 13.1983. the 
City of Fairhope. Alabama (Petitioner), 
Post Office Drawer 429. Fairhope, 
Alabama 36532, filed in Docket No. 
RP83-110-000, pursuant to ${ 385.206 
and 385.207 of the Commissions Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.206 
and 385.207), a complaint and petition 
for a declaratory order determining the 
legal effect of Articles I and III of its 
service agreement with United Cas Pipe 
Une Company (United), the United's 
contract is unjust and unreasonable in 
violation of Sections 5 and 13 of the 
Natural Gas Act (NGA) and that 
United's actions constitute a violation of 
antitrust law, all as more fully set forth 
in the complaint and petition which is 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Petitioner states that it owns and 
operates a gas distribution utility 
serving approximately 4,400 customers 
in Fairhope. Alabama, and that United 
is Petitioner's sole source of natural gas. 
Petitioner states that its service 
agreement with United dated January 8. 
1975, requires United to serve Petitioner 
with up to 6,548 Mcf of natural gas per 
day under United's Rate Schedule C. 
Petitioner states that the service 
agreement contains a "full 
requirements" clause which may require 
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Petitioner to purchase all of its natural 
gas supplies from United Petitioner 
further states that the agreement for 
service to distributors which Petitioner 
maintains contemplates circumstances 
under which Petitioner would purchase 
less than its full requirements oPnatural 
gas from United Petitioner requests 
issuance of a declaratory order 
determining the force and effect of the 
allegedly conflicting contracture! 
provisions. 

In its request. Petitioner argues that a 
public utility has a duty to its customers 
to supply gas at the lowest possible 
reasonable rate consistent with the 
maintcnence of adequate service in the 
public interest. Petitioner maintains that 
the full requirements clause leaves 
Petitioner without the flexibility to deal 
with future high prices and lack of 
supply contrary to the best interests of 
its customers. Petitioner avers that it has 
lost one major industrial customer, 
representing approximately 10 percent 
of its total sales, when the customer 
converted to propane which could be 
purchased at a lower Btu equivalent 
price. Petitioner also avers that it has 
experienced declining sales in its 
residential and small commercial sales 
categories due to conservation, 
investment in new equipment, and fuel 
switching. Petitioner maintains that 
United’s increased rates are responsible 
for such loss. Petitioner also indicates 
that nearby gas sources hove quoted its 
prices for natural gas substantially 
lower than United’s current rate. 

If the service agreement requires 
Petitioner to purchase its full 
requirements of natural gas from United 
Petitioner further argues that the clause 
is unjust unreasonable, unduly 
discriminatory and preferential and in 
violation of Sections 5 and 13 of the 
NGA. Petitioner maintains that when it 
entered fnto the service agreement with 
United the natural gas industry was 
fully regulated and price competition 
among suppliers was minim a L Petitioner 
maintains that full requirements clauses 
were not necessarily incompatible with 
the structures and practices of the 
industry at that time. Petitioner further 
maintains that during this regulated 
period the Federal Power Commission 
recognized that competition among 
suppliers would benefit consumers, that 
local distribution companies like 
Petitioner need to have flexibility to 
change their supply arrangements, and 
that full requirements clauses are 
contrary to the NGA. Petitioner argues 
that recent price increases have 
unsettled established relationships and 
engendered price competition making 


full requirements clauses inappropriate 
in an era of price deregulation. 

In addition. Petitioner avers that 
United has acted in a preferential and 
unduly discriminatory manner in 
enforcing full requirements clauses by 
allowing larger distribution customers 
with full requirements provisions in 
their contracts to continue to use 
alternative sources of supply orignially 
used when United was in deep 
curtailment. Petitioner also avers that 
United used its monopoly power to 
require customers such as Petitioner to 
sign contracts prohibiting them from 
purchasing natural gas from United*s 
competitors in violation of Sections 1 
and 2 of the Sherman Antitrust Act and 
Section 3 of the Clayton Act. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition and complaint should on or 
before September 9.1983 file with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 
Washington, D.C. 20428, a motion to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 335.214 or 385.211). 
All protests filed with the Commission 
will be considered by It in determining 
the appropriate action to be taken but 
will not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to Intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Lois D. Cashell. 

Acting Secretary. 

(FS Doc »-42Ml PlWd a IS ««i] 
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(Docket Ho. CP83-441-0WQ 

Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.; 
Application 

August 10. 1083. 

Take notice that on July 25.1983, 
Columbia Gas Transmission 
Corporation (Columbia). Post Office Box 
1273. Charleston. West Virginia 25325. 
filed in Docket No. CP83-441-000 an 
application pursuant to Section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the transportation of natural 
gas for the account of Brooke Glass 
Company. Inc. (Brooke), all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Columbia proposes to transport up to 
300 dt equivalent of natural gas per day 
on a best efforts basis for Brooke, it is 
stated that Columbia would receive the 


natural gas at a point of receipt on its 
Line S~64 at North Dutch Ridge in 
Kanawha County, West Virginia, and 
would transport and redeliver 
equivalent quantities of natural gas. less 
retainage, for the account of Brooke at 
existing points of delivery to Columbia 
Gas of West Virginia. Inc. (Columbia 
West Virginia). It is further stated that 
Columbia West Virginia would deliver 
the natural gas to Brooke at its plant in 
Welisburg. West Virginia. It is 
submitted that the gas to be transported 
has been purchased by Brooke from the 
Rimrock Production Corporation 
Wanner No. 1 well located in Kanawha 
County. West Virginia. 

It Is stated that Columbia’s 
transmission charge for this proposed 
service would be its average system 
wide unit storage and transmission 
costs, exclusive of company-use and 
unaccounted-for gas. which charge is 
currently 40.11 cents per dt. Columbia 
states it would retain for company-use 
and unaccounted-for gas a percentage of 
the total quantity of natural gas 
delivered into its system for 
transportation, which percentage is 
currently 2.85 percent 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before August 
31.1983. file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. Washington. 
D.C. 20428. a motion to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 
385.214 or 385.211) and the Reg ulati ons 
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
157.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing Qierein must file a 
motion to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no motion to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a motion 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
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believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Lois D. CafthflII, 

Actwg Secretary. 

ffltnc. 0-22242 PU«d S-12~§& *45 am) 

HOIWQ cooc § 717 - 01-44 


1 Docket No. ER83-444-000) 

Commonwealth Electric Co.; Filing 

August 10.1983. 

The Tiling Company submits the 

following: 

Take notice that on August 5.1983, 
Commonwealth Electric Company 
(Commonwealth) tendered for filing a 
proposed change in rate under its 
currently effective Rate Schedule FERC 
No. 34. 

Commonwealth states that said 
change in rate under Commonwealth’s 
Rate Schedule FERC No. 34 has been 
computed according to the provisions of 
Section 6(b) of its Rate Schedule FERC 
No 34. Such change is proposed to 
become effective January 1 ,1983. 
thereby superseding the 23 Kv wheeling 
rate in effect during calendar year 1982. 
Commonwealth has requested that the 
Commission’s notice requirements be 
waived pursuant to Section 35.11 of the 
Commission’s Regulations in order to 
allow the tendered rate change to 
become effective as of January 1 .1983. 

Copies of the filing has been served 
upon Boston Edison Company and the 
Massachusetts Department of Public 
Utilities. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
p^rgy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street, NJL, Washington. 

D C. 20428, In accordance with Rules 211 
find 214 of the Commission’s Rules of 
paclice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211. 
^5-214). All such motions or protests 
should be filed on or before August 29, 
1983. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission In determining the 
a Ppropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
• >- proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
u'.tiTvene. Copies of this filing are on file 

m the Commission and are available 
,or public inspection, 
bri* D. CoftholL 
Acting Secretary. 
i** rv-: RWd ft-13-ftfc ft:43 *m] 
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lDocket Nos. ER82-732-000, ER82-732-001, 
ER83-123-000, and ER83-123-0011 

Duka Power Co.; Refund Report 

August 10,1963. 

Take notice that on July 28,1983. Duke 
Power Company submitted for filing a 
Notice of Refund Report pursuant to a 
Commission Letter Order dated June 20. 
1983, in which the Commission accepted 
the settlement rates (or filing, the 
“Interim Settlement Rates” and the 
’’Final Settlement Rates.” 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest this filing should file comments 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 825 North Capitol Street. 
N.E., Washington. D.C. 20426. on or 
before August 19,1983. Comments will 
be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Lois D. Coshell. 

Acting Secretary. 

(PR Doc 0-22244 Film* ft-t2-C& &45 am] 
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(Docket No. CI83-356-000) 

El Paso Natural Gas Co.; Petition for 
Issuance of Commission Order 

August 10,1983. 

Take notice that on August 1.1983, El 
Paso Natural Gas Company (El Paso), 
Post Office Box 1492. EJ Paso, Texas 
79978, filed a petition requesting 
issuance of a Commission order. (1) 
Requiring the assignees of certain 
leasehold properties to seek and obtain 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity pursuant to Section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act authorizing the sale in 
interstate commerce to El Paso of 
natural gas for resale from such 
properties as successors to El Paso, and 
requiring such assignees to file rate 
schedules applicable to such sales; and 
(2) confirming payment procedures and 
the price which such assignees may 
charge for the sale of gas to El Paso, 
subject to refund, during the interim 
period commencing October 1,1983, and 
continuing until final Commission 
disposition of such assignees' certificate 
and rate schedule filings, 

El Paso states that it is a party to 
certain gas lease-sale agreements 
pursuant to which natural gas producers 
transferred to it their interests in various 
properties and reserved a special 
overriding royalty or production 
payment interest. El Paso further states 
that two recent court decisions in 
connection with the lease-sale 
agreements and the pricing of pipeline 


production have rendered El Paso’s 
continued operation of the properties 
uneconomic. Accordingly. El Paso 
states, it has elected to reassign the 
properties in accordance with certain 
provisions in the lease-sale agreements 
and has filed a lawsuit in state court 
seeking a declaration that it has 
properly exercised its right of 
reassignment. 

El Paso a9ks that the Commission 
require the producers to comply with the 
Natural Gas Act since, according to El 
Paso, the producers are now 
jurisdictional sellers of gas. El Paso also 
asks that the Commission approve its 
proposal to pay the producers, subject to 
refund, the NGPA Section 104 
replacement contract rate, unless a 
higher Section 104 rate or the Section 
108 rate applies, pending final 
Commission resolution of the 
appropriate NGPA rate. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make protest with reference to said 
petition should on or before August 31, 
1983, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, petitions to intervene or 
protests in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rule 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 
385.211 or 385.214 ). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Persons wishing to become 
parties to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein must 
file petitions to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission's Rules. 

Loii D. Canholl, 

Acting Secretary. 

(PR Doc. 0-22243 PUrd ft-12-0. lift am) 

SlUJMQ COOC §717-01-14 


lDocket No. EC83-18-000) 

Empire District Electric Co.; 

Application 

August 10. 1983. 

Take notice that on August 2.1983, 
Empire District Electric Company 
("EDEC”), submitted for filing an 
"Application of The EDEC For Authority 
To Exchange Certain Transmission 
Facilities Under Section 203 of the 
Federal Power Act.” 

The Agreement provides for the 
exchange of the use of certain 181 kV 
transmission facilities, located in 
eastern Kansas, with Kansas Gas & 
Electric Company ("KG&E”).. 

Under the Exchange Agreement, 
Empire has the use of certain 
transmission facilities owned by KG&E. 
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and KG&E has tho use of certain 
transmission facilities owned by Empire. 
The length of the Exchange Agreement 
is for an initial 30 years, which is 
automatically renewed for five-year 
periods unless either party decides not 
to extend the Agreement 

Empire states that the effect of the 
Agreement is one of joint use, and that 
the respective uses of the facilities are 
of equal fair market value to each party. 

Therefore, Empire requests that the 
Commission issue an order approving 
the exchange of the transmission 
facilities provided for under the 
Exchange Agreement if it should 
determine that review of the Exchange 
Agreement is appropriate under section 
203 of the Federal Power Act. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
filings should on or before August 30. 
1983, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. Washington. 
D.C. 20420. a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 
385.211 and 385JH4). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the proteslants parties to the 
proceeding Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a motion to intervene in 
accordance with the Commission's 
Rules. 

Lots D. Cashed. 

Acting Secretary. 

fFS Doc n^S224« Ftkd S-1J. A MS a»| 

B1U.IMG COOC §717-01-41 


tDocket No. EC83-17-000] 

Florida Power * Light Co.; Application 

August ia 1983. 

Take notice that on July 28,1983, 
Florida Power ft Light Company, 
("FP&L*'), submitted for filing an 
"Application for Order Authorizing the 
Sale by FP&L of a Certain Portion of 
Transmission Line to Lee County 
Electric Cooperative, Inc.*". The 
Application is made pursuant to Section 
203 of the Federal Power Act. 

FP&L states that under the 
Agreement, it proposes to soil to LFXX) a 
portion of its kV transmission line 
between FP&L’s Fort Myers generating 
plant and LECO’s Lee Switching Station. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
filings should on or before August 3a 
1983. file with the Federal Energy 


Regulatory Commission. Washington. 
D.C 2042a a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and procedure (18 CFR 
385.211 and 385-214J. All Protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a motion to intervene in 
accordance with the Commission's 
Rules. 

LoU D. Cashed. 

Acting Secretary. 

(KR Doc 9W2M7 Fifed 4-IVC K«* 

BILLING COOC 9717-OVM 


I Docket No. ER83-657-000] 

Houston Lighting & Power Co., Filing 

August 9.1983. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on August 1,1983. 
Houston Lighting h Power Company 
(HL&P) tendered for filing a proposed 
transmission service tariff to provide for 
HUPs transmission service within the 
Electric Reliability Council of Texas 
(ERCOT) to, fsom, or over the direct 
current interconnection facilities that 
will be constructed pursuant to the 
Commission's Orders issued in Centra! 
Power and Light Go. et aL Docket Nos. 
EL79-8 and E-9S58. These facilities, 
when completed, will establish 
interconnections between ERCOT and 
the Southwest Power Pool. 

HUP states that the tariff is filed in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
Orders in Docket Nos. EL79-8 and E- 
9558. Pursuant to those Orders. HL&P 
requests that the tariff become effective 
September 30,1983. or such later date as 
the Commission may determine), 
recognizing that no service under this 
tariff can commence until such time as 
the first of the interconnection facilities 
is operational 

A copy of the filing has been sent to 
the Public Utility Commission of Texas. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should Lie a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street NE, Washington. 
D.C 20426. in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211, 
385.214). AU such motions or protests 
should be filed on or before August 23, 
1983. Protests will be considered by the 


Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Lois D. Cashel!. 

Acting Secretory. 

(m Qoc. S3~j2?:s Fifed 9-1S-4D. *45 am) 

OtUJMG COOC S717-0I-M 


(Docket No. QF83-350-000) 

Hytrans, Inc.; Application for 
Commission Certification of Qualifying 
Status of a Small Power Production 
Facility 

August ia 1983. 

On July 15,1983, Hytrans, Inc., Suite 
1245, 600 South Cherry Street. Denver. 
Colorado 80222, filed with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission 
(Commission) an application for 
certification of a facility as a qualifying 
small power production facility pursuant 
to i 292.207 of the Commission's rules. 

The proposed facility will be located 
in Logan County. Colorado. The primary 
energy source to the facility will be 
waste ethane from a fractionation plant 
for processing of natural gas liquids, 
which arc presently being flared. The 
electric power production capacity of 
the facility will be 500 kilowatts. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
objecting to the granting of qualifying 
status should file a petition to intervene 
or protest with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE, Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with rules 211 and 
214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure. All such 
petitions or protests must be filed within 
30 days after the date of publication of 
this notice and must be served on the 
applicant. Protests will be considered by 
the Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on f 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Loll D. Cashed, 

Acting Secretary. 

|FR Doc to-2224t FM S-tS-0* «■! 

atlUMQ COOC 9717-01-41 
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|Docket No. ERSS-SSS-OOO) 

Kentucky Utilities Co.; FUing 

August 9,1963. 

The filing Company submits the 

following; 

Take notice that on August 1,1983, 
Kentucky Utilities Company (KU) filed a 
two phase rate filing for wholesale 
service. KU requests effective dates of 
October 1,1983 and October 2,1983 for 
Phases 1 and 2 respectively. KU states 
that the Phase 1 rate increase is for 
$7,P"0.95O and the Phase 2 rate increase 
is for $1,351,588 over present rates based 
on sales for Period !. 

Any p rson desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street N E. Washington. 
D.C. 20428, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385^11, 
385,214). Ail such motions or protests 
should be filed on or before August 23, 
1983 Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make proiestonts parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Lois 0. C«st*0. 

At -! mg Secretary. 

tnuinc a-xani RUd «** *m\ 

►tunc cooc sm-si-n 


I Docket No. ERS3-654-000] 

Lockhart Power Cor, Filing 

Au#iut g, toss. 

The Tiling Company submits the 

following; 

Take notice that Lockhart Power 
Company, (Lockhart), on July 29.1983, 
tendered for filing proposed changes in 
its FERC Electric Service Tariff Rate 
Schedule Resale which Lockhart 
proposed to make effective for service 
tendered on and after September 27. 
^*83. The proposed changes would 
crease revenues from Jurisdictional 
sales and service by $145,999 based on 
the 12-month period ending December 
31.1982. 

Lockhart states that the reason for the 
proposed increase is that because of 
Increased expenses and operating costs, 
tho rate of return provided to the 
Company by its present Resale Rates on 
’^ Resale investment is deficient and 
t n °* allow the Company to meet the 
n <?eds of reliable service. 


Lockhart requests an effective date of 
September 27.1983. 

Copies of the filing have been served 
upon the City of Union. South Carolina, 
and the South Carolina Public Service 
Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street. N.E., Washington. 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211. 
385.214). All such motions or protests 
should be filed on or before August 23. 
1983. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve fo roeke protestonts parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
Intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Loif D. G* ahull. 

Acting Secretary. 

[HI Doc O-^ZZSD Ftimd 6-17-CX. #45 am) 

SiLLIMQ COOC €717-01-41 


(Docket No. EB62-746-001] 

Lockhart Power Co.; Compliance 

August 10.1963. 

Take notice that on July 20.1983, 
Lockhart Power Company (UKT). 
submitted for filing "Final Settlement 
Rates", pursuant to a Commission Letter 
Order dated March 2,1983. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest this filing should file comments 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 825 North Capitol Street. 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, on or 
before August 19.1983. Comments will 
be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and 8re available 
for public inspection. 

Lois D. Gashell. 

Acting Secretary. 

[KR Doc $ 3^2244 ny 6-U-CI. #41 «») 
atlUMO COOC #717 ’01-41 


(Docket No. ER83-173-0001 

Metropolitan Edison C04 Refund 
Report 

August 10.1963. 

Take notice that on |uly 28.1983, 
Metropolitan Edison Company, 
("MPC"), submitted for filing a refund 
report pursuant to the Commission's 
Order of June 20.1983. 


MPC states that the refunds are 
excess revenue amounts and computed 
interest. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest this filing should file comments 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 825 North Capitol Street, 
N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, on or 
before August 19,1983. Comments will 
be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Lois D. Cashed, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR Hoc #6-721X7 FUffd S-1K4* *46 *m| 

WlLIHO COOC €717-01-41 


[Docket No. CPS3-434-0001 

Michigan Wisconsin Pips Line C04 
Application 

August 10.1963. 

Take notice (hat on July 21.1983, 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Company 
(Applicant). One Woodward Avenue, 
Detroit, Michigan 48226. filed In Docket 
No. GP83-434-000, an application 
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the construction and operation of 
facilities necessary to interconnect 
Applicant's pipeline system in Paulding 
County. Ohio, with a new pipeline 
proposed to be constructed by Sohio 
Chemical Company (Sohio). all as more 
fully 6et forth in the application which is 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

The application state# that Sohio has 
filed an application with the Ohio Power 
Siting Board for approval to construct 
approximately 45 miles of 16-inch 
pipeline in Paulding, Putnam, Allen, and 
Van W'ert Counties, Ohio. It is indicated 
that the proposed line would connect 
Sohio's fertilizer and ammonia 
production facility in Lima, Ohio, 
directly to the pipeline systems of 
Applicant and Panhandle Eastern Pipe 
Line Company. Applicant requests 
certificate authorization to construct 
and operate the facilities necessary to 
interconnect Applicant'# transmission 
system to Sohio's proposed line. 

Applicant states that the facilities to 
be constructed and operated to 
effectuate the above new 
interconnection would be comprised of 
dual 8-inch pipeline taps on each of 
Applicant's existing 30-inch Southeast 
mainline and 30-inch loop line and 
would include a crossover line linking 
Ihe dual taps. It is estimated that the 
proposed construction would cost 
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083.813, which Applicant indicates 
would be financed by a contribution In 
aid of construction from Sohio. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before August 
31.1883, File with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. Washington, 
D.C. 20428, a motion to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 
385.214 or 385-211) and the Regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
157.10). All protests Tiled with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file a 
motion to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no motion to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a motion 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Lob D. Cashell. 

Acting Secretary. 

ir* Doc & ZZZ2* FtWd s-u-sa, am| 
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(Docket Nos. CPS 1-302-005. CPS 1-303-008, 
CPS t-494-003, CPS2-392-0041 

Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America; Petition To Amend 

August 10.1083. 

Take notice that on July 19.1983, 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America (Petitioner). 122 South 
Michigan Avenue. Chicago, Illinois 
60603, filed in Docket Nos. CP81-3G2- 
005. CP81-303-008. CP81-494-003 and 
CP82-392-004 a petition to amend 
further the orders issued August 12. 

1981, in Docket Nos. CP81-302-000 and 


CP81-303-000, as amended by order 
issued July 30.1982, In Docket Nos. 

CP81-302-001, CP81-302-002 and CP81- 
303-004 and by order issued June 22, 
1983. in Docket Nos. CP81-302-004 and 
CP81-303-007; and August 2,1982. in 
Docket No. CP81-494-000. as amended 
by order issued June 22,1983, in Docket 
No. CP81-494-001; and to amend the 
order issued June 1.1983, in Docket No. 
CP82-392-000, pursuant to Section 7(c) 
of the Natural Gas Act so as to 
authorize Petitioner to sell gas at Us 
commodity rate in its ofT-system sales to 
Dow Chemical Company (Dow), 

Faustina Pipe Line Company (Faustina), 
Bridgeline Gas Distribution Company 
(Bridgeline) and Florida Cas 
Transmission Company (Florida Cas), 
all as more fully set forth ip the petition 
to amend which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

It is submitted that Petitioner had 
proposed a rate which was the average 
of its Rate Schedules E-l, G-l and WS- 
1 rates, exclusive of the CR1 surcharge, 
in Docket Nos. CP81-302-004. CP81-303- 
007. and CP81-494-001. At the time of 
the orders. Petitioner’s proposed rate 
was $3.51 per million Btu equivalent as 
compared to the 102 section of the 
Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 
acquisition costs of $3.42 per million Btu, 
and its average system load factor rate 
of $3.39 per million Btu. It is also 
indicated that Petitioner had proposed a 
rate equivalent to its system average 
load factor rate, exclusive of GRI 
surcharge in Docket No. CP82-392-00Q. 

It is stated that Dow, Faustina, 
Bridgeline and Florida Cas can purchase 
gas at prices well below the rates 
authorized in the orders. It is further 
claimed by Petitioner that the initially 
proposed rates are no longer 
competitive as is its commodity rate, the 
commodity portion of the Rate Schedule 
DMQ-1 rate, and that no gas volumes 
can be sold at the proposed or 
authorized rates to the subject 
customers. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 
August 31.1983, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 
Washington, D.C. 20428. a motion to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211) 
and the Regulations under the Natural 
Cas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 


wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a part) is 
any hearing therein must file a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Lois D. Csshell. 

Acting Secretary. 

(FR Doc Filed S-15-SX *46 am) 
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[Docket No. QF83-37S-000] 

North County Resource Recovery 
Associates; Application for 
Commission Certification of Qualifying 
Status of a Small Power Production 
Facility 

August 10,1963. 

On July 29,1983. North County 
Resource Recovery Associates 
(Applicant), of 1635 South Rancho Santa 
Fe Road. San Marcos. California 92060, 
filed with the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (Commission) an 
application for certification of a facility 
as a qualifying small power production 
facility pursuant to { 292.207 of the 
Commission's rules. 

The facility will be located on 
Questhaven Road, San Marcos. 
California. The primary energy source 
for the facility will be biomass in the 
form of municipal solid waste from the 
San Diego County-owned Sanitary 
Landfill on Questhaven Road. The 
biomass will be burned in a spreader- 
stoker boiler to raise steam for use in a 
steam turbine generator. The facility 
will have an electrical power production 
capacity of 38 megawatts. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
objecting to the granting of qualifying 
status should file a petition to intervene 
or protest with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE„ Washington. D.C. 
20426, in accordance with rules 211 and 
214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure. All such 
petitions or protests must be filed within 
30 days after the date of publication of 
this notice and must be served on the 
applicant. Protests will be considered by 
the Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must File a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on File 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Lois D Cashel I, 

A cting Secretary. 

|m Doc 63-U230 Pllffd S-IKB3; *46 am) 

BJLUMG COM S71T-C1-* 
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| Docket No. CI74-724-002J 

Northern Michigan Exploration Co.; 
Application To Amend Certificate of 
Public Convenience and Necessity 

August a 1M3. 

Take notice that on September 9,1981, 
Northern Michigan Exploration 
Company. One Jackson Square, Jackson, 
Michigan 49204. filed in Docket No. 
CI74-735-002 an application pursuant to 
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act to 
amend a certificate of public 
I convenience and necessity issued 
November 10,1977, which allowed 
Applicant to sell 52 Bcf of natural gas 
from three lease blocks to Consumers 
Power Company. The proposed 
amendment would eliminate the 52 Bcf 
limit Applicant also seeks clarification 
of its authority under the current 
certificate to fully develop its working 
interests in these three offshore lease 
blocks. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should an or before August 
19.1983. file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington. 

D C 20428, a petition to intervene or 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure {18 CFR 
3*5.211. .214). All protests fded with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
d*tr rmining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons wishing to become parties to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file petitions to 
intervene in accordance with the 
f ommissioo's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
tbe jurisdiction conferred upon the 
federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
by Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas 
Act and the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure a hearing will be 
held without further notice before the 
(nm mission on the application in the 
event no petition to intervene is filed 
within the time required herein if the 
Commission on its own review of the 
mutter believes that authorization for 
the proposed abandonment is required 
by the public convenience and 
necessity Where a petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or where the 
Commission on its own motion believes 
that a formal hearing is required, further 
notice of such hearing will be duly 
Riven. 

I nder the procedure herein provided 
ur * unless otherwise advised, it will be 


unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
to be represented at the hearing. 

Lot* D. Cftfthell. 

Acting Secretary. 

(FX Doc aatu F\Wd MWl #45 «m) 

B9UUHQ COOS 9H7-01-* 


(Docks! No. CPS 1-388-0161 

Northwest Alaskan Pipeline C 02 Filing 
of Proposed Change In FERC Tariff 

August 9,1983. 

Take notice that on July 29.1983. 
Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Company 
("Northwest Alaskan") submitted for 
Filing Eighth Revised Sheet No. 5 to its 
FERC Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 2. 

Northwest Alaskan states that this 
tariff sheet is being filed pursuant to 
Section 154 of the Commission's Rules 
and Regulations and the Commission's 
October 1.1961 Findings and Order at 
Docket No. CP81-388. Northwest 
Alaskan proposes that the tariff sheet 
became effective on September 1,1983. 

Northwest Alaskan states that Eighth 
Revised Sheet No. 5 reflects the semi¬ 
annual adjustment to the administrative 
cost component of Northwest Alaskan 
rates to Northern Natural Gas Company. 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, 
and United Gas Pipe Line Company. The 
rate proposed to become effective 
September 1.1983 is $4.42015 reflecting 
an increase of $.00860. 

Northwest Alaskan states that a copy 
of this filing, in accordance with the 
requirements of Section 1.17 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, has been served upon its 
customers. Northern Natural Gas 
Company. Panhandle Eastern Pipe line 
Company, and United Gas Pipe Line 
Company and all parties of record in 
Docket No. CP81-388. 

Any person desiring to be beard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the FERC in 
accordance with Rule 211 or 214 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure. AH such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before August 19, 
1983. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Loit D Csftholl. 

Acting Secretary'. 

|PR Uoc 0-72221 FlW I.U4D *4fi mm\ 

SU.UMG COOC 9717-91-41 


[Docket No. CP74-35-0001 

Pacific Offshore Pipeline Co^ Motion 
for Order Permitting Withdrawal of 
Request for Increase in Equity Return 
Allowance and Modification of Prior 
Order 

August 9.1983. 

Take notice that on August 3,1963, 
Pacific Offshore Pipeline Company 
(POPCO) filed a motion pursuant to Rule 
212 seeking to withdraw its request for 
increase in the authorized equity return 
allowance and modification of the 
Commission's order of January 25.1962 
{18 FERC J 61.070) which provided for a 
possible downward adjustment oi the 
equity allowance during the 
construction period and the first year of 
operation of the pipeline. 

POPCO states that the Commission's 
order issued June 8,1981 (15 FERC 
161.235) permitted POPCO its originally 
proposed equity return allowance of 15 
percent during construction and during 
the first year of operation subject to 
adjustment. On November 4.1981. 
POPCO requested an increase in the 
equity return allowance from 15 percent 
to 20 percent, in conjunction with its 
filing of a report on financing. In the 
Commission's order of January 25,1982, 
the Commission stated that it would 
consider POPCO's petition for an 
increase in authorized return on equity 
in e future order. 

POPCO states it expects to start 
operations before the end of 1983. and in 
order to avoid further delay and 
expense on the question of return on 
equity which in any event must be 
examined before the end of 1984 and in 
view of the lower interest rates which 
now prevail POPCO states it believes a 
15 percent allowance is appropriate for 
the term of construction of the pipeline 
and the first year of operation. 
Additionally, POPCO states it should 
know with certainty what its return on 
equity will be during construction and 
the first year of operation. POPCO. 
therefore, urges that the Commission 
modify its prior order so that its rate of 
return allowance on equity will be 
subject only to prospective adjustment 
based on future filings. POPCO submits 
that establishment of a 15 percent rate 
of return is reasonable and appropriate 
considering the cost of capital, the high 
leverage and the special risk associated 
with the offshore gas supply for this 
project. POPCO states that by permitting 
withdrawal of the pending request and 
establishing 15 percent as the 
appropriate authorized return on equity 
during the period of construction In the 
first year of operations the Commission 
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would terminate the only remaining 
open issue in this proceeding. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to the 
said motion should on or before 
September 8,1983. Hied with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 20426 a motion to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 and 385.211J 
all protests filed with the Commission 
will be considered by it in determining 
the appropriate action to be taken but 
will not serve to make the movant 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing herein must File a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Lob D. Cashed. 

Acting Secretary . 

(FR Doc. 10-22223 FiU<J m KAb «»| 

SILONG COOC #717-01-SI 


l Docket No. ER83-660-000] 

Public Service Company of New 
Hampshire; Filing 

August 9. 1963. 

The Filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on August 2.1983. 
Public Service Company of New 
Hampshire (PSNH) tendered for Filing an 
initial rate for total requirements Resale 
Service to be provided to Citizens 
Utilities Company. 

PSNH states that the rate applicable 
to the provision of Resale Service to 
Citizens Utilities Company as approved 
by the Commission in Docket No. ER81- 
659 in its letter order dated March 25, 
1982. 

PSNH also tendered for filing a 
revision to Exhibit C of Rate Schedule 
No. 50 which eliminates the New 
Hampshire Electric Cooperatives Resale 
Service Delivery Point in Canaan, 
Vermont 

PSNH requests an effective date of 
August 1,1983, and therefore requests 
waiver of the Commission's notice 
requirements. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
Citizens Utilities Company, the New 
Hampshire Electric Cooperative. Inc., 
the Vermont Public Service Board and 
the New Hampshire Public Utilities 
Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said Filing should File a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street. NE., Washington, 


D.C. 20428. in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211. 
385.214). All such motions or protests 
should be filed on or before August 23. 
1983. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on File 
with the Commisson and are available 
for public inspection. 

Lois D. Cashed, 

Acting Secretary. 

|rs Doc 6X Z2114 Piled 0 - 12 -M *45 um] 

INUJMO COOC C717-ei«M 


l Docket No. ER82-487-O01) 

South Carolina Electric and Gas Co.; 
Compliance 

August 10. 1963. 

Take notice that on July 21.1983. 

South Carolina Electric and Gas 
Company (SCE4GC), submitted*for Filing 
a revised two-step rate increase for 
service to seven wholesale customers, 
as well as, supporting cost statements 
reflecting the inclusion of ADITC 
balances in the rate base in the 
computation of interest expense for 
income tax purposes. The filing was 
made pursuant to a June 23.1983 
Commission Order. 

SCE&CC states that copies of these 
Filings have been served on 
representatives of all customers and 
parlies to the proceeding. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest this Filing should file comments 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 825 North Capitol Street. 
N.E.. Washington, D.C, 20426, on or 
before August 19.1983. Comments will 
be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken. Copies of this Fling are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Lois D. Cashed. 

Acting Secretary. 

|PR Doc 0*12231 Piled ft-12-0. *45 «in| 

BlUJMO COOC *717-01-41 


(Docket No. CP82-300-0Q3] 

United Gas Ripe Line Co. and Texas 
Eastern Transmission Corp.; Petition 
To Amend 

August 10.1963. 

Take notice that on July 8.1963. 

United Gas Pipe Line Company (United). 
P.O. Box 1478, Houston, Texas 77001, 
and Texas Eastern Transmission 


Corporation (Texas Eastern). P.O. Box 
2521. Houston. Texas 77252. Filed in 
Docket No. CP82-300-003 a Joint petition 
to amend the order issued January 6. 
1983. in Docket No. CP82-300-000 
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act for authorization to exchange 
new sources of gas supply, establish 
new delivery points, and delete a 
delivery point under the exchange 
agreement between the Petitioners. *11 
as more fully set forth in the petition to 
amend which is on File with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Petitioners state that by the order 
issued January 6,1983. they were 
authorized to exchange up to 5,000 Mcf 
of natural gas per day pursuant to the 
terms of a gas exchange agreement, 
dated March 21.1980, as amended. 

Petitioners state that Texas Eastern 
proposes to receive gas at the following 
additional points: 

(i) A mutually agreeable point on 
Texas Eastern's 8-inch pipeline near the 
Bailey No. 1 Well. Shelby County, 
Texas, to include gas produced from 
Marshall Exploration's Bailey No. 1 and 
James No. 1 Wells; 

(ii) A mutually agreeable point on 
Texas Eastern's 3-inch pipeline near 
Sparkman Production Company’s Sager 
No. 1 Well, Mumford House Survey. 
Abstract 286, De Witt County, Texas; 

(iii) A mutually agreeable point in 
Texas Eastern's 8-inch pipeline near the 
Schaefer Gas Unit No. 1 Well. McDaniel 
Field. Jackson County. Texas, to include 
gas produced from the Texas Oil and 
Gas' Schaefer Gas Unit Nos. 1 and 1-2 
Wells. 

It Is stated that Petitioners also 
propose to delete a point of receipt for 
Texas Eastern located on Texas 
Eastern's 14-inch line near Texas Oil 
and Gas’ Smith "DD" No. 1 Well, 
Yoward Field. Bee County. Texas. 
Petitioners also indicate that United 
would receive gas from Texas Eastern at 
an additional point located on United * 
Waskom-Goodrich 12-inch line in 
Harrison County. Texas, for gas 
attributable to the Narremore No. 1 
Weil. It is indicated that Petitioners 
propose to establish an additional 
balancing point at an existing point of 
interconnection of facilities between 
Petitioners near Huntsville, San Jacinto 
County. Texas. 

Petitioners state that the proposed 
amendment would not increase the 
previously certified exchange volume of 
5,000 Mcf of gas per day and would be 
effectuated without detriment to their 
existing customers or systems. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
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petition to amend should on or before 
August 31,1983, ftle with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 
Washington. D.C. 20426. a motion to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211) 
and the Regulations under the Natural 
Cas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests 
f.led with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a motion to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Lois D CashoU. 

Acting Secretary. 

I HR Doc KH22J3 K0ed ft-U-A 141 «m) 

ULUVG COOt 6717-01-M 


(Docket No. CP83-438-000) 

Texas Gas Transmission Corp^ 

Request Under Blanket Authorization 

August 10,1963. 

Take notice that on July 21,1983, 

Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 
(Texas Gas). 3800 Frederica Street 
Owensboro, Kentucky 52301, filed in 
Docket No. CP83-J38-000, a request 
pursuant to S 157.205 of the Regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
157.205) that Texas Gas Company, Inc. 
(Indiana Gas) in Greene County, 

Indiana, under the authorization issued 
in Docket No. CP82-407-OOO pursuant to 
Section 7 of the Natural Cos Act all as 
more fully Bet forth in the request on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Texas Gas states that it currently 
makes natural gas sales to Indiana Gas 
pursuant to a service agreement dated 
September 11970. It is submitted that 
the proposed delivery point would be 
constructed, owned and operated by 
Texas Gas and would be located on 
Texas Gas* Hymera-Bedford 12-inch line 
near where it intersects Indiana 
Highway 45 in Greene County, Indiana. 

Texas Cas explains that the proposed 
annual maximum quantity of natural gas 
to be delivered at the new delivery 
point, to be used as boiler, fuel at the 
Naval Weapons Support Center in 
Craine. Indiana, for the first year is 
approximately 370,000 Mcf and would 
eventually reach approximately 750.000 
Mcf. 

Texas Cas asserts that the addition of 
this new delivery point would not result 
ln Qn increase in Indiana Gas* existing 


contract demand or quantity entitlement 
and that service through this new 
delivery point can be accomplished 
without detriment to Texas Gas* other 
customers. The addition of such gas 
would have a de minimis effect on 
Texas Gas* peak day and annual 
deliveries, it is alleged. 

Any person or the Commission's staff 
may. within 45 days after issuance of 
the instant notice by the Commission, 
file pursuant to Rule 214 of the 
Commission's Procedural Rules (18 CFR 
385.214) a motion to intervene or notice 
of intervention and pursuant to § 157.205 
of the Regulations under the Natural 
Cas Act (18 CFR 157.205) a protest to the 
request. If no protest is Hied within the 
time allowed therefor, the proposed 
activity shall be deemed to be 
authorized effective the day after the 
time allowed for filing a protest If a 
protest is filed and not withdrawn 
within 30 days after the time allowed for 
filing a protest the instant request shall 
be treated as an application for 
authorization pursuant to Section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act 
Lois D. CiftheU, 

Acting Secretary. 

[TO Doc. S3-22232 Fifed •>12-43. ft«i «m| 

BILLING COOt §717-01-41 


(Docket No. ER82-211-002] 

Utah Power & Light Co.; Refund 
Report 

August 10.1983. 

Take notice that on July 18,1983, Utah 
Power 8 Light Company submitted a 
refund report in compliance to a June 20, 
1983 Commission Letter Order. 

The refund report contained monthly 
billing determinants and revenues under 
their presently effective rates and the 
accepted rates for filing, monthly 
revenue refund and monthly Interest, 
and a summary for the total refund 
period. 

UP&L states that copies of this report 
have been served on each wholesale 
customer, and each State Commission 
within whose jurisdiction the wholesale 
customers distribute and sell electric 
energy at retail. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest this filing should file comments 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
N.E., Washington. D.C. 20426, on or 
before August 19,1983. Comments will 
be considered by the Commission In 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken. Copies of this filing are on file 


with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Lob D. Cashed, 

Acting Secretary. 

(TO Doc §3-22234 Fifed §-12-40, &45 am] 

BILLING COOC •717-4)1-41 


[Docket No. ER83-655-000] 

Wisconsin Public Service Corp., Filing 

August 9.1963. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on August 1.1983, 
Wisconsin Public Service Corporation 
(WPSC) proposes an increase in two 
steps or tiers. The first step, which is 
labelled Tier A in the filing papers, is In 
the amount of $1,900,000 or 317% on a 
1984 test year basis. The Tier A rates 
are proposed to become effective on 
October 1,1983. sixty days after the date 
of the filing. The second step, which is 
labelled Tier B in the filing papers, is in 
the amount of $3,878,068, or 7.5% on the 
same test year basis. The Tier B rates 
are proposed to become effective on 
October 2,1983, one day after the 
proposed effective date of the Tier A 
rates. Both amounts are stated as an 
increase above the settlement rates 
agreed in to Docket ER82-67-000. 

The following table identifies each 
customer affected by this filing, and the 
FERC designation of the rate schedule or 
tariff under which the customer is 


served: 

Cutfomar 

Raia idwUi or tortTf 
daaQnaMcn 
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Conaoidaiad Watar Powar 

COu 

Cfty ot Manitowoc 

Rata SchadJa No 36 

Ra* Scftadda No 40. 

Tartfl. Or*, Voi 2. 

Tariff, Or*. VoL 1, Appanda 

-A" 

Tariff, Or*.. Voi 1. Apparxfe 

Tan*. Or*.. VoL 1. Appandbi 

-c-. 

Dry of Manhffetd 



WPSC states that the rate increases 
are filed because its existing rates are 
providing an inadequate rate of return. 

Copies of the filing have been served 
on the affected customer and the 
regulatory commissions of Wisconsin 
and Michigan. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a motion to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
> North Capitol Street. N.E., Washington, 
D.C. 20428, in accordance with Rules 211 
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of 
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Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211. 
385.214). All such motions or protests 
should be filed on or before August 23. 
1983. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a motion to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Lots D. Csnhell. 

Acting Secretary. 

|FR Doc 0J-2I22S 0-12-** 14* * mtm\ 

SILLING COOE §717-0!-* 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(OPRM-FRL 2418-5 1 

Agency Information CoTfectton 
Activities Under OMB Review 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
action: Notice. 

summary: Section 3507(a)(2)(B) of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (44 
U.S.C 3501 et seq.) requires the Agency 
to publish in the Federal Register a 
notice of proposed information 
collection requests that have been 
forwarded to the Office of Management 
Hnd Budget (OMB) for review. The 
information collection requests listed 
are available to the public for review 
and comment 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

David Bowers; Office of Standards and 
Regulations; Information Management 
Section (PM-223); U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency; 401 M Street. SW.: 
Washington. D.C. 20460: telephone (202) 
382-2742 or FTS 382-2742. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Water Prograns 

National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) 

These four ICR's are all requests for 
re-approval of existing requirements; no 
changes are proposed. The permitting 
authority in EPA or State agency in all 
cases. 

• Title: Wastewater Permittee Report 
of Excessive Toxic Pollutant Discharge 
(EPA ID 0125). 

Abstract: A permittee must report to 
the permit authority the discharge of 
those toxic pollutants (not limited in the 
permit) that exceed notification levels 
specified in EPA regulations. New use or 
manufacture of any toxic pollutant must 
also be reported. The permit authority 


uses the information to assess the need 
for permit modification. 

Respondents: Existing manufacturing, 
commercial mining and silvicultural 
dischargers. 

• Title: Wastewater Permittee 
Noncompliance Reporting (EPA ID 
0034). 

Abstract: A permittee must notify to 
the permit authority of any 
noncompliance that may endanger 
health or the environment and of any 
planned facility changes that may result 
in noncompliance. The permit authority 
uses the information to decide upon 
permit modifications, to order mitigation 
of problems and/or to take enforcement 
action. 

Respondents: Businesses, publicly- 
owned treatment works and other 
institutions. 

• Title: Wastewater Permittee Report 
of Planned Facility Changes (EPA ID 
0092). 

Abstract: A permittee must notify the 
permit authority of any planned physical 
alteration or addition to its facility. The 
permit authority uses the data to decide 
whether to modify any of the permit 
conditions. 

Respondents: Businesses, publicly- 
owned treatment works and other 
institutions. 

• Title: Recordkeeping of Wastewater 
Discharge Monitoring Data (EPA ID 
0093). 

Abstract: A permittee must retain for 
three years records of all monitoring 
information and all reports required in 
its permit. The permit authority uses the 
information for compliance assessment 
and possible enforcement action. 

Respondents: Businesses, publicly- 
owned treatment works and other 
institutions. 

Fiscal Contracts Programs 

• Title: Report of Nonexpendable 
Government Property Acquired by 
Contractor (EPA ID 0287). 

Abstract: EPA collects information 
from contractors on the acquisition of 
nonexpendable property purchased 
under a contract. The Agency uses these 
data in accounting for its assets and in 
determining what property is surplus 
(which must be reported to GSA). 

Respondents: EPA contractors who 
are business firms, educational and non¬ 
profit institutions, and State/local 
governments. 

Agency PRA Clearance Requests 
Completed by OMB 

EPA ID 0909. Requirements for 
Construction Grants Delegation to 
States, was cleared on July 25 (OMB 
#2000-0417). 


EPA ID 0970, Recordkeeping and 
Reporting Requirements for RCRA 
Permittees, was cleared on July 29 (OMB 
#2000-0454). 

EPA ID 1042. Hazardous Waste Used 
as Fuel/Used Oil was cleared on July 27 
(OMB #2050-0019). 

EPA ID 1140. Update of EPA 
Acceptance List, was cleared on fulv 29 
(OMB #2050-0020). 

• • • • • 

Comments on all parts of this notice 
should be sent to: 

David Bowers (PM-223). U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 
Office of Standards and Regulations, 
401 M Streel SW.. Washington. D C 
20460; and 

Don Arbuckle, Vartkes Broussalian or 
Anita Ducca. Office of Management 
and Budget. Office of Information and 
Regulatory Affairs, New Executive 
Office Building (Room 3228), 728 
Jackson Place NW-. Washington, D.C 
20503 

Dated: August 8.1983. 

N. Phillip Ross. 

Chief Statistical Policy Staff. 

(F* Doc 0-22100 Tjy 0-12-0 *45 am| 

BILLING COOf 0S5O-SO M 


IOPP-240032; PH-FRL 2394-51 
State Registration of Pesticides 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 83-18290 beginning on p^ge 
32061 in the issue of Wednesday, July 
13.1983, make the following corrections: 

1. On page 32001, middle column, 
under Arizona, fifth line, 
"AtcmarialeaT* should have read 

"Altemaria leaf*. 

2. On page 32082, first column, under 
Iowa, tenth line, * r Baldex" should have 
read "Bladex". 

BILLING cooe 1 SO 0 - 41 -* 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

Formation of Bank Holding 
Companies; Albertville Bancshares, 
Inc., et al. 

The companies listed in this notice 
have applied for the Board's approval 
under section 3(a)(1) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1642(a)(1)) to become bank holding 
companies by acquiring voting shares or 
assets of a bank. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the applications 
are set forth in 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C 
1842(c)). 

Each application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors, or 
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tt the Federal Reserve Bank indicated 
for that application. With respect to 
each application, interested persons 
may express their views in writing to the 
iddress indicated for that application. 
Any comment on an application that 
requests a hearing must include a 
itatement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
i hearing. 

A Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta 

(Robert E. Heck, Vice President) 104 
Marietta Street, N.W.. Atlanta. Georgia 

30303: 

1. Aliwrtville Bancshares. Inc.. 
Albertville, Alabama; to become a bank 
holding company by acquiring 100 
percent of the voting shares of The 
Albertville National Bank. Albertville, 
Alabama. Comments on this application 
must be received not later than 
September 6,1983. 

B. Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis 
[Delmer P. Weisz. Vice President) 411 
Locust Street, St. Louis, Missouri 63166: 

1 Dix Bancshares. Inc., Dix, Illinois; 
to become a bank holding company by 
acquiring 87 percent or more of the 
voting shares of First State Bank of Dix, 
Dix. Illinois. Comments on this 
application must be received not later 
than September 7.1983. 

2. Mercantile Bancorp .. Inc., Quincy, 
Illinois; to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 100 percent of the 
voting shares of Mercantile Trust & 
Savings Bank, Quincy, Illinois. 

Comments on this application must be 
received not later than September 9, 

1983. 

C. Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas 

(Anthony). Montelaro, Vice President) 
♦00 South Akard Street, Dallas, Texas 

75222: 

l Swiss A venue Bcnkshares. Inc.. 
Dallas, Texas; to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 80 percent or 
more of the voting shares of Swiss 
Avenue State Bank, Dallas, Texas. 

C ommenta on this application must be 
received not later than September 7, 

1983. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System. August 9,1983. 

McAfee. 

A csociate Secretory of the Board . 

rt* Dr-r. O-zn se FTM ft-1 V4& *43 «m| 

&UJNQ COOS §210-01-41 


Acquisition of Bank Shares by a Bank 
Holding Company; Merchants 
tancorp, Inc. 

The company listed in this notice has 
applied for the Board’s approval under 


section 3(a)(3) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to 
acquire voting shares or assets of a 
bank. The factors that are considered in 
acting on the application are set forth in 
Section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 

1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors, or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank indicated. 
With respect to the Application, 
interested persons may express their 
views in writing to the address 
indicated. Any comment on the 
application that requests a hearing must 
include a statement of why e written 
presentation would not suffice in lieu of 
a hearing, identifying specifically any 
questions of fact that are in dispute and 
summarizing the evidence that would be 
presented at a hearing. 

A. Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System (William W. Wiles. 
Secretary! Washington, D.C. 20551: 

1. Merchants Bancorp, Inc., 

Allentown, Pennsylvania; to acquire 100 
percent of the voting shares or assets of 
Easton National Bank & Trust Company, 
Easton. Pennsylvania. This application 
may be inspected at the offices of the 
Board of Governors or the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Philadelphia. 
Comments on this application must be 
received not later than September 9. 
1983. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, August 9> 1983. 

|ames McAfee. 

Associate Secretary of the Board 

|KR Doc. 80*21130 FU*d S-l*** 14ft am) 

BILLING COOC t2l0~01-M 


Bank Holding Companies; Proposed 
De Novo Nonbank Activities; Barclays 
Bank PLC et At. 

The organizations identified in this 
notice have applied, pursuant to section 
4(c)(8) of the Bank Holding Company 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c)(8)) and 
{225.4(b)(1) of the Board’s Regulation Y 
(12 CFR 225.4(b)(1)), for permission to 
engage de novo (or continue to engage in 
an activity earlier commenced de novo). 
directly or indirectly, solely in the 
activities indicated, which have been 
determined by the Board of Governors 
to be closely related to banking. 

With respect to these applications, 
interested persons may express their 
views on the question whether 
consummation of the proposal can 
“reasonably be expected to produce 
benefits to the public, such as greater 
convenience, increased competition, or 
gains in efficiency, that outweigh 
possible adverse effects, such as undue 
concentration of resources, decreased or 


unfair competition, conflicts of interests, 
or unsound banking practices.” Any 
comment that requests a hearing must 
include a statement of the reasons a 
written presentation would not suffice In 
lieu of a hearing, identifying specifically 
any questions of fact that are in dispute, 
summarizing the evidence that would be 
presented at a hearing, and indicating 
how the party commenting would be 
aggrieved by approval of that proposal. 

The applications may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank indicated. 
Comments and requests for hearing 
should identify clearly the specific 
application to which they relate, and 
should be submitted In writing and 
received by the appropriate Federal 
Reserve Bank not later than the date 
indicated. 

A. Federal Reserve Bank of New York 

(A. Marshall Puckett, Vice President). 33 
Liberty Street. New York, New York 
10045: 

1. Barclays Bank PLC and its 
subsidiary, Barclays Bank International 
Limited, each a bank holding company 
whose principal office is in London, 
England (consumer finance; Alabama): 
To engage through their subsidiary, 
Barclays American/Financial, Inc. 
("BAF”), in making direct consumer 
loans, including loans secured by real 
estate, and purchasing soles finance 
contracts representing extensions of 
credit such as would be made or 
acquired by a consumer finance 
company, and wholesale financing (floor 
planning) and acting as agent for die 
sale of related credit life, credit accident 
and health and credit property 
insurance. Because BAC and BAF were 
engaged in insurance activities, or had 
received approval to engage in such 
activities, in Alabama before May 1. 
1982. the insurance restrictions of the 
Gam-St Germain Depository Institutions 
Act of 1982 do not apply to this office 
relocation. Credit life and credit 
accident and health insurance sold as 
agent may be underwritten or reinsured 
by the insurance underwriting 
subsidiaries of Barclays American 
Corporation ("BAC”). These activities 
would be conducted from an office of 
BAC to be located in Florence, 

Alabama, serving customers in Florence 
and surrounding areas in Alabama. This 
notification is for the relocation of an 
existing office located in Florence, 
Alabama. Comments on this application 
must be received not later than 
September 9,1983. 

2, Chemical New York Corporation. 
New York (financing and insurance 
activities; Georgia); To continue to 
engage, through its subsidiary, 
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Sunamerica Corporation, in the 
previously approved activities of making 
direct loans, purchasing installment 
sales finance contracts, and acting as 
agent or broker for the sale of credit life, 
accident and health, and credit property 
and casualty insurance, all directly 
related to such extensions of credit. The 
service area for the previously approved 
activities would be expanded to include 
the entire State of Georgia. This 
application is for relocation of an office 
within Atlanta. Georgia. Comments on 
this application must be received not 
later than September 9.1983. 

B. Federal Reserve Bank of Cleveland 
(Lee S. Adams. Vice President). 1455 
East Sixth Street, Cleveland. Ohio 44101: 

1. Mellon National Corporation . 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania (investment 
and financial advisory activities; 
Californio): To engage, through a do 
novo office of its subsidiary, Mellon 
Financial Services Corporation #8. In 
providing real estate and portfolio 
investment advice, including: serving as 
the advisory company for a mortgage or 
a real estate investment trust serving as 
investment adviser, as defined in 
Section 2(a)(20) of the Investment 
Company Act of 1940, to an investment 
company registered under that Act 
furnishing general economic information 
and advice, general economic statistical 
forecasting services and industry 
studies: and providing financial advice 
to State and local governments, such as 
with respect to the issuance of their 
securities and with respect to real estate 
portfolio investment advice. These 
activities will be conducted from an 
office in San Francisco, California and 
will serve the United States and 
overseas clients. Comments on this 
application must be received not later 
than September 7,1983. 

C. Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago 
(Franklin D. Dreyer. Vice President) 230 
South LaSalle Street. Chicago. Illinois 
80690: 

1. First Chicago Corporation. Chicago. 
Illinois (commercial finance, servicing 
and leasing activities: United States): To 
engage, through its subsidiary. First 
Chicago Credit Corporation, in making 
or acquiring loans and other extensions 
of credit such as would be made by a 
finance company, including asset based 
lending and vendor financing: servicing 
such loans and other extensions of 
credit; and making full payout leases of 
personal property in accordance with 
the Board's Regulation Y. These 
activities would be conducted from 
offices located in Los Angeles and San 
Francisco, California; Chicago, Illinois; 
Boston, Massachusetts; Troy. Michigan; 
New York. New York; and Cleveland. 
Ohio, serving the United States. 


Comments on this application must be 
received not later than August 31.1983. 

D. Federal Reserve Bank of 
Minneapolis (Bruce J. Hedblom. Vice 
President) 250 Marquette Avenue, 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55480: 

1. Northern Plains Bancs hares. Inc.. 
Fargo, North Dakota (leasing activity 
North and South Dakota and 
Minnesota); To engage, through its 
subsidiary. Northern Plains Leasing. 

Inc., In leasing personal property or 
acting as a broker in leasing such 
property in accordance with the Board's 
Regulation Y. The activities would be 
conducted from an office located in 
Fargo, North Dakota and would serve 
the States of North Dakota. South 
Dakota, and Minnesota. Comments on 
this application must be received not 
later than September 1,1983. 

2. Security Pacific Corporation. Los 
Angeles, California (financing and 
credit-related insurance activities; 
Colorado): To engage through its 
subsidiary. Security Pacific Finance 
Cdrp. in making or acquiring, for its own 
account or for the account of others, 
loans and extensions of credit including 
making consumer installment personal 
loans, purchasing consumer installment 
sales finance contracts, making loans to 
small businesses and other extensions 
of credit such as would be made by a 
factoring company or a consumer 
finance company, and acting as broker 
or agent for the sale of insurance 
activities being permitted pursuant to 
Section 601(A) and (D) of Title VI of the 
Gam St. Germain Act. These activities 
would be conducted from an office of 
Security Pacific Corp. located in Fort 
Collins. Colorado, serving the State of 
Colorado. Commets on this application 
must be received not later than August 
31.1983. 

E. Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City (Thomas M. Hoenig, Vice President) 
925 Grand Avenue. Kansas City. 
Missouri 6419a* 

1. Galena Bancs ho res. /no. Catena. 
Kansas (insurance activities; Kansas): 

To engage in the sale of general 
insurance in a town with a population 
not exceeding 5,000. These activities will 
be performed in the city of Galena. 
Kansas and the surrounding rural area. 
Comments on this application must be 
received not later than September 7. 
1983. 

F. Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas 

(Anthony J. Montelaro. Vice Presient) 

400 South Akard Street. Dallas. Texas 

75222: 

1. Community Bankers. Ina. 

Granbury, Texas (financing activities; 
Texas): To engage in commercial and 
consumer credit activities including 
direct loans, discounting of commercial 


paper, mortgage loans and installment 
loans. These activities would be 
performed in the office of applicant 
located in the town of Acton. Texas aad 
in a five mile radius in the surrounding 
rural area. Comments on this application 
must be received not later than 
September 7,1983. 

G. Federal Reserv e Bank of San 
Francisco (Harry W. Green. Vice 
President) 400 Sansome Street, San 
Francisco. California 94120: 

1. BankAmerica Corporation. San 
Francisco. California (industrical loan 
company, financing, servicing and 
insurance activities; Colorado): To 
expand the activities of its indirect 
subsidiary, FinanceAmerica Industrial 
Bank, to include the issuance of NOW or 
other transaction accounts and the 
issuance of credit and debit cards 
FinanceAmerica Industrial Bank will 
continue to engage in the activities of an 
industrial bank under the Colorado 
Industrial Bank Act. including the 
making of loans and other extension* of 
credit to individuals for personal, family 
or household purposes, purchasing 
United States Government securities, 
engaging in the sale of travelers checks, 
servicing loans and other extensions of 
credit, and offering credit-related life 
and credit-related accident and health 
insurance. The aforementioned types of 
credit-related insurance are permissible 
under Section 4(c)(8)(A) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act of 1956. as 
amended by the Gam St. Germain 
Depository Institutions Act of 1962. 
Credit-related property insurance will 
not be offered. FinanceAmerica • 
Industrial Bank's activities will include, 
but not be limited to, issuing investment 
certificates and accepting savings 
accounts on an interstate basis only; 
issuing transaction (NOW) accounts: 
making consumer installment loans 
unsecured or secured by real and 
personal property and offering credit- 
related life insurance and credit-related 
accident and bealth insurance in 
connection with extensions of credit 
made or acquired by FinanceAmerica 
Industrial Bank. Credit-related life and 
credit-related accident and health 
insurance may be reinsured by BA 
Insurance Company. Inc., an affiliate of 
FinanceAmerica Industrial Bank. These 
activities will be conducted from an 
existing office located in Denver. 
Colorado, serving the State of Colorado. 
Comments on this application must be 
received not later than August 31.1963 

2. Valley National Corporation . 
Phoenix, Arizona (lending, leasing and 
insurance activities; Colorado): To 
engage, through its subsidiary, Valley 
National Financial Services Company of 
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Colorado, in the activities of lending, 
leasing, and acting as agent in the sale 
of credit life and credit accident and 
health insurance. These activities will 
be conducted from an office in Denver, 
Colorado, serving the State of Colorado. 
Comments on this application must be 
received not later than September 7. 
1983. 

Board of Governor* * of the Federal Reserve 
System, August a 1983. 
fames McAfee, 

A s sockii* Secretary of the Board 

{moot*XC21*DRkdS~U~«* 14* mm{ 
tmw OOOt tttO-tV-M 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Purchase of Passenger Transportation 
Services by Credit Charge Card or 
Travelers Check 

Deviation authority 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Administrator of General Services has 
authorised the Office of Federal Supply 
and Services (FSS). participating 
agencies and their employees to deviate 
from the provisions of FPMR 101-41.203 
by permitting use of charge cards and 
travelers checks when procuring 
passenger transportation services under 
the program scheduled to take effect 
October 1,1983. These findings are set 
forth below: 

Finding* and Admin** trutive Determination 
tinder Title III of tha Federal Property and 
Administrative Services Act of 1949, as 
Amended 

FIWINCS 

In accordance with Section 101-1.110 of the 
Krderal Property Management Regulations 
(FPMR). Section 1-1009 ("‘Deviation ') of the 
Federal Procurement Regulation* (KPR). and, 
*P«ctficafly pursuant to FPMR 101-41.203-1.1 
hereby make the following findings: 

1. FPMR 101-41.203-1 (a) provides that Hajll 
Passenger tran spor tation services must be 
procured with GTRs (Government 

I runsportatwo Requests) unless otherwise 
provided herein or exempted in writing by 
the • • • Administrator of General Services 

2. FPMR 101-41 2D3-2(?t) provides that 
!<’)ash shall be used to procure ell passenger 

transportation services costing $10 or less 

• unless special circumstances justify the 
u * e of a GTR * * •** It is also provided that 
1 • IPs shall be used to procure all passenger 
transportation services coating in excess of 
$100. unless otherwise exempted la writing 
by the Administrator of General Services. 

3. The General Services Administration 
(OSA) has issued a solicitation for the 
procurement of credit charge cards and 
travelers checks whereunder companies 
providing passenger transportation services 
for official government travelers would be 
paid by charge card or travelers check. 


4. The charge card program is to be in the 
nature of a pilot project with only a limited 
number of executive agencies initially 
participating. 

5. It is estimated that savings to the 
government utilizing charge cards instead of 
the currently mandated GTRs or cash may 
approach $200 million if the program is fully 
implemented in the future. This savings 
would be realized through the elimination of 
issuing and processing GTRs and throuth the 
elimioatioa of cash advances. 

8. The current FPMR provisions con ce r ni ng 
procurement of passengur transportation 
services with GTRs or cash create an 
obstacle to implementation of the pilot 
program under solicitation. 

7. It is in the best interests of the 
Government to permit the use of charge cards 
end travelers checks when procuring 
passenger transportation services to 
ascertain the extent of savings which might 
actually be realized if the program is fully 
implemented at a later date. Use of charge 
cards and travelers checks would facilitate 
procurement of such services, eliminate 
unnecessary and costly paperwork, and 
reduce the need for cash advances. 

Determinations 

Based upon the foregoing, and upon the 
authority granted by FPMR lGl-t-llO. FTR 1- 
1.009 (‘Deviation*’), end FPMR 101-41.203.1 
hereby authorize (the Office of Federal 
Supply and Services (FSS). participating 
agencies and their employees to deviate from 
the provisions of FPMR 101-41.203 by 
permitting use of charge cards and travelers 
checks when procuring passenger 
transportation services under the program 
scheduled to taka effect October L 1983.) 

L L Mitchell. 

Assistant A dministrvtor far Federal Supply 
Services. 

Concur 
R. A. Fonteme. 

Assistant Admin istrator of the Office of Plans. 
Programs, and Financial Management 

Dated: August 4.1983. 

Approved: 

Patricia Q. Schoeni. 

Acting Administrator. 

fnt Doc S9-£nM PU*d S-ll-SO. **5 am) 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

Health Resources and Services 
Administration 

Application Announcement for Grants 
for Predoctoral Training In Family 
Medicine 

The Bureau of Health Professions, 
Health Resources and Services 
Administration, announces that 
applications for Fiscal Year 1984 Grants 
for Predoctoral Training in Family 
Medicine are being accepted under the 


authority of Section 786(a) of the Public 
Health Service Act as amended by Pub. 
L 97-35. 

Section 766(a) of the Public Health 
Service Act authorizes the award of 
grants to assist in meeting the cost of 
planning, developing and operating or 
participating in approved predoctoral 
training programs in the field of family 
medicine. Grants may include support 
for the program only or support for both 
the program and the trainees. 

To receive support programs must 
meet the requirements of regulations, 
published in the Federal Register on 
October 10,1980. Vol. 45. No. 202. 

Eligible applicants are accredited public 
or nonprofit private schools of medicine 
or osteopathic medicine. Funding 
preference will be accorded approved 
applications for projects in which: 

1. Substantial training experience is in 
settings which exemplify interdependent 
utilization of physicians and physician 
assistants or nurse practitioners: and/or 

2. Substantial portions of the training 
program are conducted in a primary 
medical care manpower shortage area 
which is a part of a health manpower 
shortage area(s) designated under 
Section 332 of the PHS Act or. in an 
Area Health Education Center funded, 
at least in part, under Section 781 of the 
Act 

Requests for application materials and 
questions regarding grants policy should 
be directed to: Grants Management 
Officer (D-15). Bureau of Health 
Professions. Health Resources and 
Services Administration. Park!awn 
Bldg., Rm. 8G-22, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, Maryland 20657, Telephone: 
(301) 443-6960. 

Should additional programmatic 
information be required, please contact: 
Multidisciplinary Resources 
Development Branch. Division of 
Medicine, Bureau of Health Professions. 
Health Resources and Services 
Administration. Parklawn Bldg.. Rm- 4C- 
16. 5600 Fishers Lane. Rockville, 
Maryland 20857, Telephone: (301) 443- 
3614. 

Approximately $1.0 million is 
expected to be available in Fiscal Year 
1984 for competitive grants. The 
deadline data for receipt of applications 
is October 31,1983. Applications sent by 
mail will be considered on time if 
postmarked on or before October 31 and 
received on or before November 7. The 
term "postmark" means a printed, 
stamped, or otherwise placed 
impression, exclusive of a postage meter 
impression, that is readily identifiable 
as having been affixed on the date of 
mailing by an employee of the U.S. 
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Postal Service. All hand delivered 
applications must be received on or 
before October 31, 

This program is listed at 13.896 in the 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance. 
It is not subject to the provisions of 
Executive Order 12372, 
Intergovernmental Review of Federal 
Programs, 45 CFR Part 100. 

Dated: August 9.1983. 

Robert Graham, 

Administrator. Assistant Surgeon General. 

|FK Doc. *3- 22229 Fifed IM2-M; *45 «xn) 
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National Institutes of Health 

Meeting of Board of Scientific 
Counselors 

Pursuant to Pub. L 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
National Heart, Lung, and Blood 
Institute Board of Scientific Counselors, 
October 31 and November 1,1983, 
National Institutes of Health. 9000 
Rockville Pike, Building 10, Room 7N214, 
Bethcsda, Maryland 20205. This meeting 
will be open to the public from 9:30 a.m. 
to 4:00 p.m. October 31 and from 9:30 
a.m. to 12 noon on November 1 for 
discussion of the general trends in 
research relating to cardiovascular, 
pulmonary and certain hematologic 
diseases. Attendance by the public will 
be limited to space available. 

In accordance with the provisions set 
forth in Section 552b(c)(8), Title 5. U S. 
Code and section 10(d) of Pub. L 92-463, 
the meeting will be closed to the public 
from 12 noon to adjournment November 
1 for the review, discussion, and 
evaluation of individual programs and 
projects conducted by the National 
institutes of Health, including 
consideration of personnel 
qualifications and performance, the 
competence of individual investigators, 
and similar items, the disclosure of 
which would constitute a clearly 
unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy. 

Terry Bellicha, Chief. Public Inquiry 
Reports Branch, National Heart, Lung, 
and Blood Institute, Building 31, Room 
4A21. National Institutes of Health. 
Bethesda, Maryland 20205, phone (301) 
496-4236. will provide summaries of the 
meeting and rosters of the Board 
members. Substantive program 
information may be obtained from Dr. 
Jack Orloff, Director, Division of 
Intramural Research, NHLBL NHL 
Building 10, Room 7N214, phone (301) 
496-2116. 


Dated: Auguat 3.1983. 

Betty ). Beveridge, 

AW Committee Management Officer. 

IFR Doc **-221*3 Fifed 8-12 -*3; *45 nmj 
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Meeting of Board of Scientific 
Counselors, NLM 

Pursuant to Pub. L 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Board 
of Scientific Counselors. National 
Library of Medicine, September 15 and 
September 16 1983, in Room B1N30B, 
Building 38A, National Library of 
Medicine. 8600 Rockville Pike. Bethesda, 
Maryland. 

The meeting will be open to the public 
from 9:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. on September 
15.1983, and from 8:30 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. 
on September 16,1983, for the review of 
research and development programs of 
the Lister Hill National Center for 
Biomedical Communications. 

Attendance by the public will be limited 
to space available. 

In accordance with the provisions set 
forth in Section 552b(c)(6). Title 5, U.S. 
Code and Section 10(d) of Pub. L 92-463, 
the meeting will be closed to the public 
on September 15.1983, from 
approximately 4:30 p.m. to 5:30 p.m. for 
the consideration of personnel 
qualifications and performance of 
individual investigators, and similar 
items, the disclosure of which would 
constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. 

The Executive Secretary, Dr. Richard 
B. Friedman. Director, Lister Hill 
National Center for Biomedical 
Communications. National Library of 
Medicine. 8600 Rockville Pike. Bethesda, 
Maryland 20209, telephone (301) 496- 
4441, will furnish summaries of the 
meeting, rosters of committee members, 
and substantive program information. 

Dated: August 3,1983. 

Betty |. Beveridge, 

NIH Committee Management Officer. 

[FB Doc *3-221*4 FTled *46 ere) 
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Lister Hill Center Auditorium; 
Conference 

Notice is hereby given of the NIH 
Consensus Development Conference on 
''Precursors to Malignant Melanoma/' 
sponsored by the National Cancer 
Institute and the NIH OfTice of Medical 
Applications of Research. The 
conference will be held October 24-26, 
1983, in the Lister Hill Center 
Auditorium (Building 38A) at the 
National Institutes of Health. 8600 


Rockville Pike, Bethesda. Maryland 
20205. 

This conference will organize and 
consolidate information on pigmented 
skin lesions that may be precursors to 
malignant melanoma. It will focus on 
two potential precursors—dysplastic 
nevi and congenital nevi. Dysplastic 
nevi, acquired after birth, are unusual 
moles composed of pigment-forming 
cells that appear to be unusually 
susceptible to transformation to a 
cancerous form. Congenital nevi are 
benign pigmented moles present at birth 
The larger congenital nevi are greater 
risk than the smaller ones for 
progression to melanoma. 

Nearly 10 percent of melanoma 
patients are members of melanoma- 
prone families. An estimated 50 percent 
of melanoma-prone family members 
have dysplastic nevi. At least onenhird 
of all melanomas have histologic 
evidence of a dysplastic precursor at the 
irregular border between the mole and 
the surrounding skin. Although no data 
exist on how many people in the general 
population have dysplastic nevi, recent 
studies have suggested that the 
prevalence of these moles in higher than 
previously estimated, perhaps as high ss 
5 percent. An accurate estimate of the 
incidence of malignant transformation in 
congenital nevi is not available, but 
there is considerable documentation 
that malignancy also can arise in these 
lesions. 

The confemce will bring together 
biomedical investigators, medical 
specialists in the fields of dermatology, 
pathology, epidemiology, oncology, 
surgery, internal medicine, and 
pediatrics, other health professionals, 
consumers, and representatives of the 
public. Following two days of 
presentations by medical experts and 
discussions by the audience, a 
Consensus Panel will consider the 
scientific evidence. The panel members, 
drawn from the medical professions, 
organizations interested in cancer 
prevention, and lay persons, will 
formulate a draft statement responding 
to the following key questions: 

• Can dysplastic nevi and congenital 
nevi be defined clinically and 
histologically? 

• Are these nevi precursors to 
melanoma? What are the prevalence, 
natural history ond risk factors for these 
precursors? 

• What is appropriate management of 
patients with dysplastic nevi and 
congenital nevi regarding: 

• Diagnosis. 

• Treatment 

• Followup. 

• Familial screening. 
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• Education. 

• What directions should be taken for 
future research on precursor lesions to 

melanoma? 

On the third day. Consensus Panel 
Chairperson Dr. Ruth K. Freinkel, 
professor of dermatology. Northwestern 
University Medical School Chicago, 
fllinois. will read the Consensus 
Statement before the conference 
audience and invite comments and 
questions. 

Information on the program may be 
obtained from Ms. Michele Dillon, 
Prospect Associates. 2115 East Jefferson 
Street, Suite 401, Rockville, Maryland 
20852, (301) 408-8555. 

Dated: August 3.1983 
Thomas E. Malone, 

Acting Director. NIH. 

Doc tt-msi Fifed * *46 «a] 
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Meeting of the National Advisory Eye 

Council 

Pursuant to Pub. L 92-463. notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
National Advisory Eye Council 
National Eye Institute, September 19 
and 20,1983. Building 31, Conference 
Room 8, National Institutes of Health. 
Bethesda, Maryland. 

This meeting will be open to the 
public from 9:00 a.m. until mid>aftemoon 
on Monday, September 19, for opening 
remarks by the Director, National Eye 
Institute; a report from the 
Subcommittee on Planning; and 
presentations by the extramural staff of 
the Institute on implementation of 
Vision Research—A National Plan. 

In accordance with provisions set 
forth in Sections 552b(c)(4) and 
552b(c)(6). Tide 5. U S. Code and Section 
10(d) of Pub. L 92-463, the meeting will 
be closed to the public from mid- 
afternoon for the remainder of the day 
on Monday. September 19. and until 
adjournment on Tuesday, September 20, 
for the review, discussion and 
evaluation of individual grant 
^plications. These applications and the 
discussions could reveal confidential 
trade secrets or commercial property 

*uch as patentable materials, and 
personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the 
applications, disclosure of which would 
constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. 

Ms. Mary Carter. Committee 
Management Officer, National Eye 
Institute. Building 31. Room 6A03, 
National Institutes of Health. Bethesda. 
Maryland 20205 (301) 498-4903. wUl 
provide summaries of meetings and 
rosters of committee members. 


Dr. Ronald G. Celler. Associate 
Director for Extramural and 
Collaborative Programs, National Eye 
Institute. Building 31, Room 6A03. 
National Institutes of Health. Bethesda. 
Maryland 20205 (301) 496-4903. will 
furnish substantive program information 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Programs Nos. 13.067. Retinal and Choroidal 
Diseases Research; 13.066. Corneal Diseases 
Research; 13.889. Cataract Research: 13.87a 
Glaucoma Research: and 13871, Sensory and 
Motor Disorders of Visual Research: National 
Institutes of Health) 

Dated: August 3.1983. 

Betty J. Beveridge. 

NIH Committee Management Officer. 

(PS Doc. ss-zz:7« Fifed s-u-as: *46 am) 
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Meeting of the National Advisory 
Research Resources Council 

Pursuant to Pub. L 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
National Advisory Research Resources 
Council. Division of Research Resources 
(DRR). September 12,1983. Conference 
Room 10, Building 31. National Institutes 
of Health. 9000 Rockville Pike, Bethesda. 
MD 20205. 

In accordance with provisions set 
forth in Sections 552b(c)(4) and 
552b(c)(6) Title 5, US. Code and Section 
10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, the meeting will 
be closed to the public from 
approximately 9tf0 a.m. to adjournment 
for the review, discussion, and 
evaluation of individual grant 
application. These applications and 
discussions could reveal confidential 
trade secrets or commercial property 
such as patentable material and 
personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the 
applications, disclosure of which would 
constitute a dearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. 

Mr. James Augustine. Information 
Officer, DRR. Rm. 5B10. Bldg. 31. 
National Institutes of Health. Bethesda. 
MD 20205. (301) 498-5545, will provide 
summaries of the meeting and rosters of 
the Council members. Dr. |ames F. 
0‘Donnell Deputy Director, Division of 
Research Resources, Rm. 5803, Bldg. 31. 
National Institutes of Health. Bethesda. 
MD 20205. (301) 496-8023, wdl furnish 
substantive program information and 
will receive any comments pertaining to 
this announcement. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 131306. Laboratory Animal 
Sciences and Primate Research: 13.333. 
Clinical Research; 13.371, Biotechnology 
Resources; 13.375, Minority Biomedical 
Research Support. National Institutes of 
Health) 


Dated: August 3, 1983. 

Betty J. Beveridge, 

NIH Committee Management Officer. 

JV* Doc 4^;:iWK^j4-U*l *4S «jdJ 
BILLING COO€ 414#-©4-44 


Meetings of the National Heart, Lung, 
and Blood Advisory Council and Its 
Manpower Subcommittee and 
Research Subcommittee 

Pursuant to Pub. L 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
National Heart Lung, and Blood 
Advisory Council National Heart. Lung, 
and Blood Institute. October 13-14,1983, 
National Institute of Health, 9000 
Rockville Pike, building 31. Conference 
Room 10. Bethesda. Maryland, 20205, in 
addition, the Manpower Subcommittee 
and the Research Subcommittee of the 
above council will meet on October 12. 
1983. at 8:00 pjn. in Building 31. 
Conference Rooms 9 and 10. 
respectively, 

The Council meeting will be open to 
the public on October 13 from 9:00 a.m. 
to aproximately 3:00 pjn. for discussion 
of program policies and issues. 
Attendance by the public is limited to 
space available. 

In accordance with the provisions set 
forth in Section 552(c)(4) and 552(c)(6), 
Title 5. U.S. Code, and Section 10(d) af 
Pub.L 92-463, the Council meeting will 
be closed to the public from 
approximately 3:00 pjn. on October 13 
to adjournment on October 14 for the 
review, discussion, and evaluation of 
individual grant applications. The 
meetings of the Manpower 
Subcommittee and the Research 
Subcommittee of the Council on October 
12 will be closed from &00 p.m. to 
adjournment for the review, discussion, 
and evaluation of tndividua! grant 
applications. 

These applications and the 
discussions could reveal confidential 
trade secrets or commercial property 
such ab patentable material and 
personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the 
applications, the disclosure of which 
would constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy 

Ms. Terry Bellicha. Chief, Public 
Inquiries Reports Branch. National 
Heart Lung, and Blood Institute. 

Building 31. Room 4A21. National 
Institute of Health. Bethesda, Maryland. 
20205, phone (301) 496-4236. will provide 
summaries of the meetings and rosters 
of the council members. 

Ms. Anne M. Heasty, Executive 
Secretary of the Council Westwood 
Building. Room 7A-15, National Institute 
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of Health, Bethesda. Maryland. 20205. 
phone (301) 496-7548, will furnish 
substantive program information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic assistance 
Program Nos. 13.637. Heart and Vascular 
Diseases Research; 13.638, Lung Disease 
Research; and 13.639. Blood Diseases and 
Resources Research. National Institutes of 
Health) 

Dated: August 3.1983 
Betty). Beveridgo, 

NIH Committee Management Officer . 

(Fit Doc 0-22177 Filed »-l2-Kk MS «m| 

BILLING COOC 4140-01-M 


Meeting of National Advisory Council 
on Aging 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463. notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
National Advisory Council on Aging. 
National Institute on Aging, on 
September 20,1983. in Building 31. 
Conference Room 10. National Institutes 
of Health. Bethesda. Maryland. 

The meeting will be open to the public 
on September 20 from 9:00 a.m. until 9:45 
a.m. for administrative details. 
Attendance by the public will be limited 
to space available. 

This special meeting has been 
scheduled for the purpose of reviewing 
only those applications that have been 
received in response to program 
announcements. 

In accordance with the provisions set 
forth in Section 552b(c)(4) and 
552b(c)(6), Title 5. U.S. Code and Section 
10(d) of Pub. L 92-463, the meeting will 
be closed to the public on September 20. 
1983, from 9:45 a.m. until adjournment 
for the review, discussion and 
evaluation of grant applications. These 
application and the discussions could 
reveal confidential trade secrets or 
commercial property such as patentable 
material and personal information 
concerning individuals associated with 
the applications, the disclosure of which 
would constitute a dearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. 

Ms. June C. McCann, Committee 
Management Officer, National Institute 
on Aging, Building 31, Room 2C-05, 
National Institutes of Health. Bethesda, 
Maryland 20205 (Area Code 301,490- 
5898), will furnish substantive program 
information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13.866, Aging Research. National 
Institutes of Health) 

Dated: August 3,1983. 

Betty J. Beveridge, 

NIH Committee Management Officer 

(in Doc. as- 221 m Filed S-12-€3- • 45 urn) 

BILLING COOC 4140-01-M 


Warren Grant Magnuson Clinical 
Center, Conference 

Notice is hereby given of the NIH 
Consensus Development Conference on 
'Treatment of Hypertriglyceridemia," 
sponsored by the National Heart. Lung 
and Blood Institute and the NIH Office 
of Medical Applications of Research. 
The conference will be held September 
27-29.1983. in the amphitheater of the 
Ambulatory Care Research Facility of 
the Warren G. Magnuson Clinical 
Center (Building 10) at the National 
Institutes of Health, 9000 Rockville Pike. 
Bethesda. Maryland 20203. 

In recent years, considerable 
advances have been made in 
understanding and classifying the 
hyperlipidemias. Treatment of 
hyperlipidemia usually is undertaken 
with the goal of preventing 
atherosclerotic coronary heart disease, 
although whether such therapy achieves 
its goals remains open to question. 

The hypertriglyceridemias constitute a 
high proportion of all the 
hyperlipidemias. Type IV 
hyperlipoproteinemia being one of the 
two most common. Elevated 
triglycerides also are present in Types 
lib, 1IL and V hyperlipoproteinemias. It 
is generally agreed that types I and V. 
and probably types Hb and III should be 
treated, but many important questions 
remain to be answered about whether to 
treat type IV. Although clinical and 
metabolic studies have shown an 
association between 
hypertriglyceridemia and manifestations 
of atherosclerosis, epidemiologic studies 
generally have failed to establish 
triglyceride levels as an independent 
risk factor for ischemic heart disease. 

The key questions to be addressed at 
the conference include: What is 
hypertriglyceridemia? What is the 
evidence that hypertriglyceridemia is 
associated with disease? What patients 
with hypertriglyceridemia are 
candidates for therapy? What can be 
achieved with dietary and other 
therapies? What should be guidelines 
for dietary and drug therapy? What 
should be the direction of future 
research? 

This consensus conference will bring 
together researchers, medical 
specialists, clinicians end 
representatives of other interested 
groups. Following two days of 
presentations by medical experts and 
discussion by the audience, a Consensus 
Panel will weigh the scientific evidence 
and formulate a draft statement 
responding to the key conference 
questions. On the morning of the third 
day. Consensus Panel Chairman Scott 


Grundy. M.D.. Ph.D.. University of Texas 
Health Science Center. Dallas, will read 
this preliminary Consensus Statement 
before the conference audience and 
invite comments and questions. 

Information on the program may be 
obtained from Mr. Peter Murphy. 
Prospect Associates. 2115 East Jefferson 
Street, Suite 401. Rockville. Maryland 
20852, (301) 468-6555. 

Dated: August 3.1683. 

Thomas E. Malone, 

Acting Director NIH. 

[FR Doc 83-1:IK nied S-12-S& 4 45 cmj 

BILLING COOC 4140-01-M 


Public Health Service 

Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental 
Health Administration; Statement of 
Organization, Functions, and 
Delegation of Authority 

Part H. Chapter HM, Alcohol Drug 
Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration (ADAMHA) of the 
Statement of Organization, Functions, 
and Delegations of Authority for the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services (39 FR 1654. January 11.1974. 
as amended most recently at 47 KR 
50362, November 5.1982) is amended to 
reflect the reorganization of the Office of 
Management, Office of the 
Administrator, ADAMHA. The 
reorganization accomplishes the 
following: (1) Deletes specific reference 
to executive secretarial services from 
the functions of the Office of 
Management, (2) abolishes the Division 
of Administrative Services and transfers 
its functions and personnel to the 
Division of Management Policy, and ( 3 ) 
retitles the Division of Management 
Policy to be the Division of Management 
Policy and Operations, and (4) revises 
the functions of the Division of 
Computer Systems and retitles it to be 
the Division of Information Systems 
Management. 

Section HXf-B, Organization and 
Functions, is amended as follows: 

(1) Delete item (2) "provides 
secretarial services to the agency." from 
the functional statement for the Office of 
Management (HMA7). 

(2) Delete the title and functional 
statement for the Division of 
Administrative Services (HMA75J in its 
entirety. 

(3) Delete the title and functional 
statement for the Division of 
Management Policy (HMA74) and 
substitute the following: 
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Division of Management Policy and 
Operations (HMA74). (1) Develops and 
recommends policies, organizational 
plans, systems, and procedures for the 
general management of agency 
activities, (2) provides advice and 
assistance to improve management and 
coordinates the implementation of 
policies, plans, systems, and procedures; 
(3,i performs or coordinates management 
studies and surveys of agency 
operations, including those related to 
manpower utilization, organization, cost 
of operations, and effectiveness; (4) 
serves as the agency focal point for 
planning, coordinating and performing 
various management activities such as 
the Privacy Act, A-70 commercial 
activities, and document management 
activities; (5) negotiates solutions to 
intra-agency problems of organization, 
functions, policy, procedures, and 
coordination; (6) plans, coordinates, and 
provides general and administrative 
services for the agency; and (7) plans, 
coordinates, and develops 
odminsitrative management programs, 
policies, and controls for the Office of 
the Administrator. 

(4) Delete the title and functional 
statement for the Division of Computer 
Systems (HMA 77) and substitute the 
following: 

Division of Information Systems 
Management (HMA 77). (1) Serves as 
the focal point for agencywide ADP, 
office automation, and information 
systems policy, strategic planning, 
budget preparation, coordination, and 
security; (2) exercises clearance 
authority for all agency ADP and office 
automation projects and procurements; 
(31 coordinates the utilization by 
ADAMHA components of computer 
facilities in other agencies; (4) 
administers the agency's Automated 
Information Security Program; and (5) 
provides, maintains, and operates 
Wncywide management and 
administrative information systems. 

l^ted: August 4.1963 

M ifcckto. 

Secretary. 

(►* * Oac 03-22307 Fifed 4-12-43; **5 «m] 

•31U*0 COOf 4 ISO-20-41 


Centers tor Disease Control; 

Statement of Organization, Functions, 

*nd Deiegatona of Authority 

Part H. Chapter HC (Centers for 
Disease Control) of the Statement of 
Colonization, Functions, and 
Delegations of Authority of the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services (45 FR 07772-87776. dated 
October 14.1980, and corrected at 45 FR 
k9j9a, October 20,198a as amended 


most recently at 47 FR 46142-40144, 
October 15,1982) is amended to reflect 
the establishment of the division-level 
organizational substructure within the 
Center for Health Promotion and 
Education (HOC). 

Section HC-B, Organization and 
Functions , Is hereby amended as 
follows: 

After the heading and statement for 
the Center for Health Promotion and 
Education (HCK), insert the following: 

Office of the Director (HCKl). (1) 
Manages, directs, coordinates, and 
evaluates the activities of the Center for 
Health Promotion and Education 
(CHPE); (2) develops goals and 
objectives and provides leadership, 
policy formulation, scientific oversight 
and guidance in program planning and 
development; (3) coordinates assistance 
provided by CHPE to other CDC 
components, other Federal and non- 
Federal Government agencies, the 
private sector, and other nations; (4) 
stimulates additional research and 
program activity in health education and 
promotion by other Federal agencies, 
international organizations, and public 
and private sector organizations in 
areas such as reproductive health 
(including family planning), nutrition, 
smoking, alcohol, physical fitness, 
stress, violence, accidents, and other 
health-related behavior, (5) coordinates 
CHPE surveillance and epidemiologic 
studies, and conducts selected scientific 
projects regarding risk factors and 
preventable health problems caused by 
or resolved by human behavior and its 
voluntary change, including smoking 
and health and interpersonal violence; 
(6) provides CHPE-wide program 
management and administrative support 
services for CHPE's requirements, both 
domestic and international; (7) provides 
technical information services to 
facilitate dissemination of significant 
information developed by the CHPE to 
appropriate agencies and professional 
groups and through them to selected 
target populations: (8) coordinates CHPE 
program activities with other PHS 
agencies and the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Health (OASHj, os 
appropriate. 

Division of Health Education (HCK5). 

(1) Proposes appropriate goals and 
objectives, identifies problems, needs, 
and opportunities in the area of health- 
related behavior, and recommends 
priorities for health education, health 
promotion, and risk reduction activities; 

(2) directs and coordinates the 
development of improved health 
education, health promotion, and risk 
reduction methods for use with 
individuals, families, and communities, 
in collaboration with the PH8/OASH 


Office of Disease Prevention and Health 
Promotion (ODPHP); (3) develops, tests, 
and disseminates improved methods for 
evaluating outcomes of health 
promotion and education programs; (4) 
encourages adoption and dissemination 
of improved methods of program 
delivery and evaluation through official 
health and education agencies, private 
sector organizations, and professional 
schools and societies engaged in health 
promotion and education at the national. 
State, and local level; (5) conducts 
epidemiologic studies of health risk 
factors, associated chronic diseases and 
conditions, and the effects of health 
education interventions in the 
population; (6) serves as a primary 
Federal source of technical assistance 
and expertise in health education 
techniques, measurement and 
evaluation methods, and program 
design; (7) consults, collaborates with, 
and provides technical assistance to 
international governmental and 
nongovernmental organizations on 
health education needs, methods, and 
research; (0) develops and utilizes 
efficient channels for disseminating 
results of health education research and 
demonstrations to appropriate 
professional audiences in collaboration 
with PHS/OASH/ODPHP: (9) 
coordinates Division activities with 
other PHS agencies and the OASH. as 
appropriate. 

Division of Nutrition (HCK6). (1) 
Proposes appropriate goals and 
objectives, identifies problems and 
needs, and recommends priorities for 
activities relating to nutriona! and other 
risk factors that can contribute to 
reduction In preventable morbidity and 
mortality and enhancement of the 
qualify of life: (2) directs and 
coordinates nutritional status 
surveillance, assessment, and survey 
activities within the United States; (3) 
provides technical and consultative 
services to local. State, and other 
Federal agencies in the development 
and management of a nutritional status 
monitoring system and in the adaptation 
of educational and other strategies to 
improve nutritional status; (4) in 
collaboration with the Division of 
Health Education, provides technical 
assistance and training to local. State, 
and other Federal agencies in the 
management, objective setting, and 
assessment of risk reduction programs 
intended to reduce chronic disease 
associated with nutritional and other 
risk factors, especially among high risk 
populations; (5) develops and promotes 
guidelines, uniform procedures, and 
evaluative criteria for assessment of 
nutritional status and other risk factors 
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influenced by health-related behavior*; 
(8) conducts assessments and surveys of 
nutrianal status in developing countries 
in collaboration with the Agency for 
International Development and other 
international agencies; (7) designs and 
conducts epidemiologic and other 
investigations to clarify the relationship 
between nuturitional status and 
preventable health problems; (8) in > 
collaboration with the Department of 
State, provides consultation and 
technical assistance to nutrition-related 
relief efforts in countries experiencing 
natural and other disasters; (9) 
participates in the Department's 
Nutrition Policy Board chaired by 
ODPHP, and coordinates Division 
activities with other PHS agencies and 
the OASH. including the National 
Center for Health Statistic (NCHS), as 
appropriate. 

Division of Reproductive Health 
(HCK7J. (1) Proposes appropriate goals 
and objectives, identifies problems and 
needs, and recommends priorities for 
reproductive health program activities 
that can contribute to the reduction of 
preventable morbidity and mortality and 
to enhancement of the quality of life; (2) 
conducts epidemiologic surveillance, 
research, and field investigations to 
evaluate health problems and programs 
related to contraception, pregnancy, and 
human reproduction; (3) proposes and 
participates in the development and 
conduct of demonstration-and education 
projects intended to resolve problems of 
reproductive health; (4) conducts 
evaluation of service programs and 
service delivery research intended to 
improve the organization and delivery of 
reproductive health services, including 
certain family planning services; (5) 
confers, consults, collaborates with, and 
provides technical assistance and 
training to local State, other Federal 
agendas, and appropriate 
nongovernmental organizations on 
reproductive health problems and on 
programs intended to resolve these 
problem: (6) consults, collaborates with, 
and provides technical assistance to 
international governmental, and 
nongovernmental organizations on 
bilateral and multilateral research and 
demonstration projects, including 
surveys and assessments; (7) serves as a 
primary Federal resource of technical 
assistance and expertise in family 
planning evaluation methodologies and 
reproductive health epidemiology; (8) 
coordinates Division activities with 
other CDC components, other PHS 
agencies, and the OASH. including the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Population Affairs and the National 


Center for Health Statistics, as 
appropriate. 

Dated: August 4. 1963. 

Margaret M. Heckler, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc 93-222M FlUd S L2-0X He45 am) 

SILUMQ COOt 


Food and Drug Administration; 
Statement of Organization, Functions, 
and Delegations of Authority 

Part R Chapter HF (Food and Drug 
Administration) of the Statement of 
Organization. Functions, and 
Delegations of Authority for the 
Department of l iealth and Human 
Services (35 FR 3685, February 25.1970 
as amended most recently in pertinent 
parts at 47 FR 26913-26020, June 22, 
1982), is amended to reflect several 
reorganizations in the National Center 
for Drugs and Biologies (NCDB). In the 
Office of the Director, NCDB, a 
reorganization of the Office of 
Management (OM) modifies the overall 
functional statements by delegating 
certain functions to more appropriate 
offices and establishes two divisions 
under OM which define functional 
responsibilities. The Office of Scientific 
Advisors and Consultants is being 
established under the Office of the 
Director, NCDB, as another step in 
NGDB's plan to emphasize the 
development of scientific expertise and 
research in drugs and biologies 
activities. 

In the Office of Drugs (OD), a 
reorganization abolishes the Division of 
Methodone Monitoring and the Division 
of Poison Control and transfers those 
functions to the Division of Scientific 
Investigations and the Division of Drug 
Experience, respectively. The National 
Center for Antibiotics Analysis (NCAA) 
is abolished to reflect the abolishment of 
the Food and Drug Administration’s 
(FDA) antibiotics certification program. 
Effective October 1.1902 (47 FR 39155) 
FDA amended the antibiotic drug and 
new animal drug regulations to exempt 
all classes of antibiotic drugs from batch 
certification requirements. NCAA 
functions which were not abolished are 
transferred to the Division of Drug 
Biology. OD. 

These reorganizations will 
consolidate functions, more dearly 
define responsibilities in NCDB, and 
establish an organization structure that 
will assist NCDB in dealing with current 
FDA issues in the areas of drugs and 
biologies. 

Section HF-B , Organization and 
Functions is amended as follows: 

1. Delete paragraph (n-l-i). Office of 
Management (HFN12) and replace with 


new paragraph (n-1-4), Office of 
Management (HFN12), reading as 
follows: 

(n-l-fl Office of Management 
(HFN12). Monitors the development and 
operation of planning systems for centfr 
activities and resource allocations; 
advises the center Director on center 
administrative polides and guidelines 
and scientific and technical information 
systems and services. 

Provides direction and counsel to 
center managers through development 
and performance of program evaluation 
and technological forecasting. 

Plans and directs center operations 
related to financial and personnel 
management, employee devlopmenl and 
training, Equal Employment Opportunity 
(EEO) activities, security, safety 
management, and facilities management 

Directs the center's organization and 
management systems. 

Manages the performance of studies 
of center operations designed to 
improve processes and resource 
allocations. 

Advises the center in the development 
of contract and grant proposals. 

2. Insert new paragraph (n-1-iA), 
Division of Planning and Evaluation 
(HFNl2p, reading as follows: 

(n-l-iA) Division of Planning and 
Evaluation (HFN12J). Coordinates 
center activities regarding planning and 
evaluation of programs, functional 
activities, and resource utilization. 

Directs the center’s financial and 
budget activities. 

Provides guidance in tke development 
and approval of field resources and 
compliance programs for drugs and 
biologies activities. 

Develops economic and regulatory 
impact analysis of proposed regulations 
with the Assistant Director for 
Regulatory Affairs. 

3. Insert new paragraph (n-l-iB), 
Division of Administrative Management 
(HFN12K), reading as follows: 

(n-l-iB) Division of Administrative 
Management (HFN12KJ. Develops 
policies for center’s administrative, 
management, and personnel related 
programs and provides direction in their 
implementation. 

Directs administrative management 
support services for the center. 

Manages the performance of 
organization and management studies 
for the center directs implementation of 
study recommendations. 

Directs center programs pertaining to 
employee hiring and training. 

4. Insert new paragraph (n-l-ii). 
Office of Scientific Advisors and 
Consultants (HFN13), reading as 
follows: 
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(n-l-ii) Office of Scientific Advisors 
and Consultants (HFN13). Directs and 
manages the center's programs involving 
the use of scientific advisors, 
consultants, and committees. 

Provides direction for the center's 
scientific liaison with medical and 
scientific communities, industry, and the 
private sector. 

Counsels and coordinates with center 
managers on the use of scientific experts 
and resources. 

Develops center policy and guidelines 
related to the appointment and 
utilization of scientific advisors and 
consultants. 

5. Delete paragraph (n-3-ii). Division 
of Methadone Monitoring (HFNBA). 

8 Delete paragraph (n-3-vii), Division 
of Scientific Investigations (HFNBG) and 
replace with new paragraph (n-3-vii), 
Division of Scientific Investigations 
(HFNBG), reading as follows: 

(n-3-vii) Division of Scientific 
Investigations (HFNBG). Implements the 
agency's Bioresearch Monitoring 
Program for Human Drugs and Drug 
Abuse Treatment Monitoring Program. 

Develops standards for the conduct of 
clinical and preclinical investigations 
performed to demonstrate the safety and 
effectiveness of drugs. 

Designs and operates surveillance and 
compliance programs in the area of 
preclinical and clinical drug 
investigations and methadone 
monitoring. 

Assigns, directs, and coordinates 
onsite inspections of sponsors and 
inv estigators of preclinical and clinical 
drug studies, institutional review 
committees, and commercial clinical 
testing facilities in collaboration with 
FDA's Held organization. 

Hecommends approval, denial of 
approval or revocation of approval of 
programs that use methadone and other 
drugs for which treatment standards 
have been promulgated; assigns and 
directs inspections of such programs to 
determine compliance with standards 
and regulations; and takes appropriate 
action when such activities are not in 
compliance with regulations. 

Evaluates investigation reports and 
initiates administrative and regulatory 
corrective measures as necessary. 

Plans and conducts educational and 
informational activities with regard to 
standards for preclinical and clinical 
drug investigations and narcotic 
addiction treatment. 

7. Delete paragraph (n-3-xii). Division 
of Poison Control (HFNBM). 

a. Delete paragraph (n-3-xiii). 

Division of Drug Experience (HFNBN) 
mi replace with new paragraph (n-3- 
m iii: ^vision of Drug Experience 
(HFNBN), reading as follows: 


(n-3-xiii) Division of Drug Experience 
(HFNBN). Develops and implements 
systems for the acquisition of data 
concerning drug experience and drug 
use trends; evaluates and disseminates 
such information to the center and other 
organisations within FDA. 

Plans and conducts the research and 
development activities to evaluate and 
determine optimal media and techniques 
to meet the needs of health 
professionals and consumers concerning 
drug usage information. 

Develops and monitors contracts to 
acquire drug experience toxic hazard 
data. 

Evaluates socioeconomic implications 
of drug usage information. 

Participates In World Health 
Organization programs to implement an 
international drug monitoring system. 

Supplies technical information on the 
formulation, toxicity, and epidemiology 
of. and treatment for, accidental 
ingestion of chemicals, including 
household products and drugs, to the 
FDA, other Federal agencies, and poison 
control centers in the United States. 

9. Delete paragraph (n-3-xvii). 
Division of Drug Biology (HFNBS) and 
replace with new paragraph (n-3-xvii). 
Division of Drug Biology (HFNBS), 
readings as follows: 

(n-3-xvii) Division of Drug Biology 
(HFNBS). Provides expert advice to the 
drug review divisions and other 
scientific and regulatory units of the 
center on drug pharmacology and 
toxicology. 

Plans and conducts research to 
investigate the utility of diverse animal 
and biochemical systems for the assay 
of drug products; performs bioassays by 
official and nonofficial methods to 
determine drug potency Including testing 
insulin for the certification program. 

Correlates bioanalytical findings with 
results of newly devised 
physicochemical methods of drug 
analysis in conjunction with the 
Division of Drug Chemistry. 

Devises biological methods for tho 
study and analysis of drugs. 

Plans and conducts research to 
investigate the nature and properties of 
pharmacologically significant 
substances in biological systems. 

Conducts research to investigate the 
metabolism of drugs, the mechanisms 
and identity of adverse drug reactions, 
the interactions between drugs and 
between drugs and chemicals and the 
environment, the neuroendocrine 
relationships, and the effects of drugs on 
behavior. 

Provides expert analytical advice and 
data for agency regulatory and 
compliance programs for antimicrobial 


drugs; conducts research on analytical 
methodology for antimicrobial drugs. 

Reviews and validates analytical 
procedures included in antibiotic 
applications. 

Collaborates with the World Health 
Organization (WHO) and the United 
States Pharmacopeia (USP) in 
establishing antibiotic reference 
standards. 

10. Delete paragraph (n-3-xx). 
National Center for Antibiotics Analysis 
(HFNBV). 

Dated: August 4.1963. 

Margaret M. Heckler. 

Secretary. 

(TO Doc &-2220S Piled S-te-tt. 145 »m| 

MLUMQ COOt 41*0-01-* 


Social Security Administration 

Office of System Operations, et aU; 
Statement of Organization, Functions 
and Delegations of Authority 

Part S of the Statement of 
Organization, Functions and Delegations 
of Authority for the Department of 
Health and Human Services (HHS) 
covers the Social Security 
Administration (SSA). Notice is given 
that Chapters SB, ST and SU, as 
published in the Federal Register on 
January 4,1983 (48 FR 337-343). are 
amended to add division- and staff-level 
subcomponents and functions under the 
various offices within the Office of 
System Operations (OSO), the Office of 
System Integration (OS1) and the Office 
of System Requirements (OSR). 

The new material and changes are as 
follows; Amend Sea SB.10 The Office of 
System Operations — (Organization) by 
adding the following division-level 
subcomponents; 

Under Subsection D. The Office of 
Computer Porceasing Operations (SBP), 
add: 

1. The Division of Production Systems 
Operations (SBPI) 

2. The Division of Computer 
Operations Production Control (SBP2) 

3. The Division of Computer 
Operations Systems Software (SBP3) 

4. The Division of Management 
Information Operations and Control 
(SBP4) 

Under Subsection E. The Office of 
Telecommunications Systems 
Operations (SB)), add: 

1. The Division of 
Telecommunications Systems 
Operations (SBJl) 

2. The Division of 

Telecommunications Systems Control 
(SBJ2) 
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Under Subsection F. The Office of 
Operational Planning and Control (SBK). 
add: 

1. The Division of Operational 
Capacity Performance Management 
(SBK1) 

2. The Division of Operational 
Acquisition Management (SBK2) 

3. The Division of Standards and 
Control (SBK3J 

4. The Division of Operational 
Resource Management (SBK4) Amend 
Sea SB.20 The Office of System 
Operations — (Functions), by adding the 
following material at the conclusion of 
Subsection D. The Office of Computer 
Processing Operations (SBP): 'The 
Office includes the following 
components and functions: 

1« The Division of Production Systems 
Operations (SBP1): 

a. Operates the centralized OSO 
computer facility, which includes 
computer systems hardware and 
associated peripheral equipment 

b. Schedules day-to-day workflow for 
the ADP facility within plans and 
priorities established by OCPO*s 
Division of Computer Operations 
Production Control. 

c. Operates, maintains and controls 
the magnetic tape library for all OSO 
computer activites. 

d. Analyzes equipment problems, 
isolates malfunctions and oversees 
corrective actions by SSA or vendor 
personnel. 

e. Schedules and assures preventive 
maintenance of all equipment under the 
operational control of OCPO. 

f. Under guidelines established by the 
Office of Management, Budget and 
Personnel (OMBP) and the Genera! 
Services Administration (GSA), and in 
cooperation with OSI. manages SSA’s 
central computer facility. 

2. The Division of Computer 
Operations Production Control (SBP2J: 

a. Directs the development of broad 
operational plans and production 
schedules for computer operations. 

b. Manages the OCPO production 
workloads and monitors their 
performance and utilization of resources 
in the computer complex. Initiates 
actions to improve the efficiency of data 
processing operations. 

c. Directs the OSO management 
endeavors, as required by initiatives 
contained in the Systems operations 
management program. 

d. Designs, develops and implements 
automated data processing systems for 
production control. Operates these 
systems to utilize the SSA tape library 
and to autemate the scheduling and 
allocation of production work for 
OCPO’s Division of Production Systems 
Operations. 


e. Provides program library and 
procedures cataloging for accepted and 
validated software products. 
Participates in acceptance testing led by 
OSI/OSE. 

f. Reviews and advises on proposed 
application systems to assure that 
operational standards support and 
control aspects are fully considered. 

g. Controls the flow'of materials into 
ADP production jobs. Reviews 
production results for accuracy and 
completeness. 

h. Informs users about the status of 
production jobs or associated problems. 

3. The Division of Computer 
Operations Systems Software (SBP3): 

a. Directs the analysis, design, 
development and maintenance of 
computer operating systems and utility 
of software for SSA'g central data 
processing center in support of 
programmatic workloads, and for SSA 
field components in support of 
programmatic and management 
information workloads. 

b. Conducts analysis of operating 
systems software and vendor support 
software relative to existing OSO 
operating systems. 

c. Evaluates the quality of operating 
systems being implemented 

d. Supports the user liaison and 
systems development activities of other 
OSO components in the resolution of 
technical and operational problems. 

e. Plans for the linkage of ADP 
resources under OSO control. 

f. Prepares and distributes technical 
operating and maintenance manuals for 
ADP resource users. 

g. Provides support to special 
technical projects in OSO. 

4. The Division of Management 
Information Operations and Control 
(SBP4 ): 

a. Manages and operates a large-scale 
computer facility in support of 
management, administrative and 
statistical systems. 

b. Develops or supports the day-to- 
day operation of systems control 
software, including utilities, security 
systems, data base management 
systems and timesharing systems for 
administrative, management information 
and statistical systems. 

c. Performs the technical functions 
required to maintain operational quality 
and reliability, and manages the 
scheduling of administrative, 
management information and statistical 
production workloads. 

d. Provides support to OSI and within 
OSO in developing planning projections 
for new or replacement hardware, 
facilities and control software. Prepares 
technical specifications for ADP 
replacement hardware procurements 


within guidelines established by OOPC 
in order to maintain the operating status 
of existing equipment. 

e. Within OOPC guidelines, 
establishes and enforces procedures for 
use of OCPO computer facilities and 
services. 

f. With other OSO components and 
users, conducts testing based on OSO 
standards to assure that systems 
developed will perform successfully. 

At the conclusion of Subsection E. 
The Office of Telecommunications 
Systems Operations (SBJ). add: 'The 
Office includes the following 
components and functions: 

1. The Division of 
Teiecommunlcations Systems 
Operations (SBJl): 

a. Directs the continuous operations of 
telecommunications, both centrally and 
at remote concentrator sites, for the 
transmission of data over SSA-desigm 
networks. 

b. Manages traffic flow between the 
telecommunications complex and other 
SSA computers. Monitors 
telecommunications operations, 
analyzes equipment problems and 
effects proper maintenance and repair. 

c. Directs the implementation of new 
or revised operating policies and 
procedures. Recommends new 
procedures and appraises 
telecommunication operating 
instructions. 

d. Establishes and exiforces standards 
for controlling workflow and far 
assuring the integrity of data processed 
through the various data 
communications operations. 

e. Interfaces with the telephone 
company and network equipment 
vendors to maintain operational 
effectiveness of equipment 

t Directs the operating performance 
evaluation of data communications 
systems. 

g. Directs, controls and administers an 
inventory of all direct access storage 

el locations: maintains control of all 
telecommunications production/ 
procedure libraries and assures proper 
utilization of assigned disk space. 

2. The Division of 

Telecommunications Systems ContraI 
(SBJ2): 

a. Directs the design, development 
and implementation of software 
modules to gather and report pertinent 
statistical information relating to the 
functioning of telecommunications 
networks. 

b. Manages the tracking, Installation, 
removal and relocation of local and 
remote telecommunications equipment, 
assuring compliance with governing 
Federal regulations. Reports suspected 
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software or other problems which affect 
network operations. Provides for review 
and analysis of equipment utilization to 
as5Lire that vendor performance is 
consistent with contract requirements 
and specifications. 

c. Acts as centra] contact point for 
fluid offices and concentrator sites to 
report problems. Reviews and analyzes 
problems, determines the causes and 
reports findings to the Office Director to 
initiate corrective actions. Performs 
hardware troubleshooting liaison with 
vendor and government personnel 

d. Directs the preparation, 
dissemination and maintenance of 
instructional materials for central ofRce 
and field organizations data 
communications operating procedures; 
assures that the documentation 
requirements and standards are adhered 
to by technical personnel. 

e. Performs ongoing analysis of 
operations efficiency. Analyzes network 
performance to effect systems tuning ' 
designed to maximize system 
utilization/* 

At the conclusion of Subsection F. The 
Office of Operational Planning and 
Control (SBK). add; The Office includes 
the following components and functions: 

1. The Division of Operational 
Capacity Performance Management # 

(SBK1 y. 

a. Evaluates computer performance 
and monitors resource utilization to 
ensure that SSA’s operational systems 
are used effectively and efficiently. 
Analyzes SSA's operational systems 
capacity and prepares recommendations 
to QSO management as capacity relates 
to service objectives. 

b. Ensures that OSO’s system 
performance objectives are being met 
and that data bases are efficiently 
implemented. 

c. Designs and implements an ADP 
resource and coat accounting system for 
OSO. and provides 8 variety of resource 
cost data for OSO accounting purposes. 

d. Provides advice and services to 
other OSO components in the use of 
computer performance evaluation tools 
and techniques and the interpretation of 
reports and data resulting from 
evaluation and utilization studies. 

e Directs and coordinates all OSO 
activities in analyzing and measuring 
the operational and cost effectiveness of 
KSDi and SSI production systems, and 
administrative and management 
systems. Uses operations research tools 
(e.g,. construction of symbolic 
representation models and simulations 
to investigate programmatic module/ 
•unctions interrelationships) to obtain 
necessary data. 

f Reviews OSO workflows, workload 
processes and procedures. Advises OSO 


management of results and recommends 
changes to improve the operations. 

g. Acts as the central OSO contact 
point for the coordination and transition 
of redesigned applications systems 
developed by OSI for the OSO 
production environment. 

2. The Division of Operational 
Acquisition Management (SBK2): 

a. Directs OSO participation in the 
Information Technology Systems (ITS) 
procurement process. Under guidelines 
and policies established by OSI 
performs the necessary general systems 
studies, feasibility studies, cost- 
effectiveness studies, contracting 
studies and economic analyses in 
support of any operational 
procurements. 

b. Coordinates OSO procurement and 
prepares documentation required by 
HHS, GSA and the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) to 
support the acquisition of equipment 
and services. 

c. Initiates equipment renewal and 
maintenance requisitions in support of 
ongoing operations, and certifies and 
authorizes invoice payment for ITS 
equipment and services. 

d. Develops and provides 
management controls for OSO's ITS 
procurement activities and for the 
inventory of ITS and 
telecommunications equipment and 
facilities. 

3. The Division of Standards and 
Control (SBK3): 

a. Establishes standards and 
mandatory systems procedures for OSO. 
Develops controls and enforcement 
mechanisms to ensure adherence to 
operational standards. Recommends 
development of operational standards to 
other OSO components and, based on 
their response, reviews, modifies and 
approves them. Administers the Federal 
and HHS Systems standards programs 
within OSO. 

b. Directs the planning, 
implementation and evaluation of the 
physical systems security program in 
OSO under HHS, SSA and OSI privacy 
and security policies. 

c. Serves as OSO liaison with other 
systems components in matters of 
privacy and security. 

d. Provides for the physical security of 
all OSO resources in the centralized 
OSO computer facility, and manages the 
facility within boundaries established 
by OMBP. 

e. Provides planning, evaluation and 
oversight on disaster recovery 
capabilities in order to maintain 
continuity of data center operations. 

f. Develops, implements, and 
evaluates standards for the security of 
operating systems software data sets. 


4. The Division of Operational 
Resource Management (SBK4): 

a. Serves as the OSO initial contact 
and central coordination point for users 
of OSO services. Analyzes specific 
problems and general issues raised by 
users and assures that problems are 
resolved by appropriate OSO 
components. Identifies trends in OSO 
services, evaluates the quality of service 
provided to users and recommends 
improvements to OSO management. 

b. Coordinates with OSR and OOPC 
in establishing priorities and schedules 
for critical user workloads. 

c. Provides information to users on 
available OSO services, and assures 
that they are informed of changes and 
improvements. 

d In cooperation with OSR. negotiates 
customer service agreements which 
establish levels of service to be 
provided by OSO to the user 
community. 

e. Conducts reviews of major OSO 
operational systems to evaluate their 
effectiveness under user agreements. 
Reports the results and recommends to 
OSO management improvements in 
systems which are not operating 
effectively. These reviews are 
conducted in cooperation with other 
system components, including OSR. 

f. Based upon negotiated customer 
service agreements, formulates an OSO 
operational systems plan and assigns 
responsibility among major OSO 
components for various parts of the 
plan. 

g. Coordinates and directs the 
development of OSO technical 
workpower, equipment and other 
special costs for the SSA budget 
process, and justifies these on the basis 
of the operational systems plan. 

h Directs the preparation of detailed 
plans for all OSO projects and. once 
resource levels have been approved by 
the Associate Commissioner for System 
Operations, authorizes resource use by 
OSO components in support of these 
plans. Monitors progress and use of 
human, equipment and other resources 
by OSO components against approved 
plans." 

Amend Sec. ST. 10 The Office of 
System Requirements — (Organization) 
by adding the following division- and 
staff-level subcomponents: 

Under Subsection D. The Office of 
Claims and Payment Requirements 
(STA). add: 

1. The Division of Claims and Control 
(STAl) 

2. The Division of Payment Processes 
(STA2) 

3. The Division of RSDI 
Postentitlement Systems (STA3) 
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4. The Division of Supplemental 
Security Income Systems (STA4) 

5. The Division of User Support and 
Interfaces (STA5) 

Under Subsection E. The Office of Pre- 
Claims Requirements (STB), add: 

1. The Division of Enumeration and 
Employer Identification (STBl) 

2. The Division of Earnings Reporting 
and Maintenance*(STB2) 

3. The Division of Records Use and 
State Reporting Requirements (STB3) 

Under Subsection G. The Office of 
Planning. Control and Validation (STE), 
add: 

1 . 'Hie System Security Staff (STEl) 

2. The Project Management Support 
Staff (STE2) 

3. The Division of Planning (STE3) 

4. The Division of Validation (STE4) 

Amend Sec. ST£0 The Office of 

System Requirements—(Functions), by 
adding the following material: At the 
conclusion of Subsection D. The Office 
of Claims and Payment Requirements 
(STA), add: 'The Office includes the 
following components and functions: 

1 . The Division of Claims and Control 
(STAl): 

a. Plans, develops, evaluates and 
implements organizational information 
requirements, functional specifications, 
procedures, instructions and standards, 
including security and fraud detection, 
for the initial claims process: control of 
claims folders and claims-related 
material: the transaction control 
operation: earnings data requests: RSDI 
disallowances: appeals processes and 
management data reports. 

b. Participates, with the Office of 
Planning. Control end Validation 
(OPCV). in the planning and conduct of 
unit validation tests of modifications to 
existing systems against user-defined 
requirements and performance criteria, 
and certifies that the changes are in 
conformance with functional 
specifications. 

c. Develops and maintains a 
comprehensive, updated and integrated 
set of system requirements 
specifications for the claims and control 
process. 

d. Performs requirements analyses 
and definition, conveying SSA-approved 
user needs and requirements in the area 
of claims and control to the Office of 
System Integration (OSI) for 
development of ADP specifications and 
systems design. 

e. Evaluates legislative proposals, 
regulations and policy changes affecting 
the claims and control process. 

f. Represents users in resolving 
system discrepancies and errors relating 
to existing claims and control processes 
with OSI and the Office of System 
Operations (OSO) representatives. 


g. Coordinates user requirements with 
SSA central and field offices and 
Federal and State agencies to ensure the 
efficiency and effectiveness of program 
information needs and overall systems 
support. 

Z The Division of Payment Processes 
(STA2): 

a. Plans, develops, evaluates and 
implements organizational information 
requirements, functional specifications, 
procedures, instructions and standards, 
including security and fraud detection, 
for the Master Beneficiary Record 
update operations: benefit check-related 
areas, including overpayment, 
underpayment, attorney fees, misuse, 
fraud and civil suit actions: and benefit- 
related accounting operations. 

b. Participates, with OPCV, in the 
planning and conduct of unit validation 
tests of modifications to existing 
systems against user-defined 
requirements and performance criteria, 
and certifies that the changes are in 
conformance with functional 
specifications. 

c. Develops and maintains a 
comprehensive, updated and integrated 
set of system requirements 
specifications for the payment process. 

d. Performs requirements analyses 
and definition, conveying SSA-approved 
user needs and requirements in the area 
of payment processes to OSI for the 
development of ADP specifications and 
systems design. 

e. Evaluates legislative proposals, 
regulations and policy changes affecting 
the payment process. 

f. Represents users in resolving 
system discrepancies and enors relating 
to existing payment processes with OSI 
and OSO representatives. 

g. Coordinates user requirements with 
SSA central and field offices and 
Federal and State agencies to ensure the 
efficiency and effectiveness of program 
information needs and overall systems 
support. 

3. The Division of RSDI 
Postentitlement Systems (STA3): 

a. Plans, develops, evaluates and 
implements organizational information 
requirements, functional specifications, 
procedures, instructions and standards 
including security and fraud detection, 
for automated processing of RSDI 
postentitlement reports and events 
(work notices, student reports, etc,) that 
involve manual/automated suspensions, 
terminations or reinstatements; related 
beneficiary notices; address and/or 
representative payee changes; and 
Medicare enrollment, withdrawal and 
termination actions and Black Lung 
processes. 

b. Participates, with OPCV. in the 
planning and conduct of unit validation 


tests of modifications to existing 
systems against user-defined 
requirements and performance criteria, 
and certifies that the changes are in 
conformance with functional 
specifications. 

c. Develops and maintains a 
comprehensive, updated and integrated 
set of system requirements 
specifications for the RSDI 
Postentitlement process. 

d. Performs requirements analyses 
and definition, conveying SSA-approved 
user needs and requirements in the area 
of RSDI Postentitlement to OSI for the 
development of ADP specifications and 
systems design. 

e. Evaluates legislative proposals, 
regulations and policy changes affecting 
the RSDI Postentitlement process. 

f. Represents users in resolving 
system discrepancies and errors relating 
to the existing RSDI Postentitlement 
process with OSI and OSO 
representatives. 

g. Coordinates user requirements with 
SSA central and field offices and 
Federal and State agencies to ensure the 
efficiency and effectiveness of program 
information needs and overall systems 
support 

4. The Division of Supplemental 
Security Income Systems (STA4): 

a. Plans, develops, evaluates and 
implements organizational information 
requirements, functional specifications, 
procedures, instructions and standards, 
including security and fraud detection 
for title XVI (SSI) processes, emergency 
advance payment operation and 
redetermination processing. 

b. Participates, with OPCV, in the 
planning and conduct of unit validation 
tests of modifications to existing 
systems against user-defined 
requirements and performance criteria, 
and certifies that the changes are in 
conformance with functional 
specifications. 

c. Develops and maintains a 
comprehensive, updated and integrated 
set of system requirements 
specifications for the SSI process. 

d. Performs requirements analyses 
and definition, conveying SSA-approved 
user needs and requirements in the area 
of SSI to OSI for the development of 
ADP specifications and systems design 

e. Evaluates legislative proposals, 
regulations and policy changes affecting 
the SSI process. 

f. Represents users in resolving 
system discrepancies and errors relating 
to the existing SSI process with OSI and 
OSO representatives, 

g. Coordinates user requirements with 
SSA central and field offices and 
Federal and Stale agencies to ensure the 
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efficiency and effectiveness of program 
information needs and overall systems 

support 

5. The Division of User Support and 
Interfaces (STA5): 

a. Plans, develops, evaluates and 
implements organizational information 
requirements, functional specifications, 
procedures, instructions and standards 
including security and fraud detection, 
for data exchanges between SSA 
systems and other Federal and State 
agencies; data bases; teleprocessing and 
for statistical and administrative 
information. 

b. Participates, with OPCV, in the 
planning and conduct of unit validation 
tests of modifications to existing 
systems against user-defined 
requirements and performance criteria, 
and certifies that the changes are in 
conformance with functional 
specifications. 

c. Develops and maintains a 
comprehensive, updated and integrated 
set of system requirements 
specifications for the interface process 
and the statistical and administrative 
information process. 

d. Performs requirements analyses 
and definition, conveying SSA-approved 
user needs and requirements in the area 
of interfaces to OS1 for the development 
of ADP specifications and systems 
design. 

e. Evaluates legislative proposals, 
regulations and policy changes affecting 
the interface and administrative and 
statistical systems. 

f. Represents users in resolving 
system discrepancies and errors relating 
to the existing interface and 
administrative and statistical processes 
with OSI and OSO representatives. 

g. Coordinates user requirements with 
SSA central and field offices and 
Federal and State agencies to ensure the 
efficiency and effectiveness of program 
information needs and overall systems 
support 

At the conclusion of Subsection E. The 
Office of Pre-Claims Requirements 
(STB), add: “The Office includes the 
following components and functions: 

1. The Division of Enumeration and 
Employer Identification (STBl): 

a. Plans, develops, evaluates and 
implements organizational information 
requirements, functional specifications, 
procedures, instructions and standards, 
including those relating to security and 
fraud detection for the estalishment 
correction and maintenance of Social 
Security numbers, for the issuance of 
new or duplicate cards and for the 
Nuance of employer identification 
numbers. 

b. Participates, with OPCV. in the 
Panning and conduct of unit validation 


tests of modifications to existing 
systems against user-defined 
requirements and performance criteria, 
and certifies that the changes are in 
conformance with functional 
specifications. 

c. Develops and maintains a 
comprehensive, updated and integrated 
set of system requirements 
specifications for the enumeration and 
employer identification process. 

a. Performs requirements analyses 
and definition, conveying SSA-approved 
user needs and requirements in the area 
of enumeration and employer 
identification to OS1 for the 
development of ADP specifications and 
systems design. 

e. Evaluates legislative proposals, 
regulations and policy changes affecting 
the enumeration process. 

f. Represents users in resolving 
system discrepancies and errors relating 
to existing enumeration processes with 
OSI and OSO representatives. 

g. Coordinates user requirements with 
SSA central and field offices and 
Federal and State agencies to ensure the 
efficiency and effectiveness of program 
Information needs and overall systems 
support 

2. The Division of Earnings Reporting 
and Maintenance (STR2): 

a. Plans, develops, evaluates and 
implements organizational information 
requirements, functional specifications, 
procedures, instructions and standards, 
including those relating to security and 
fraud detection, for reporting private 
and public sector earnings data; for 
establishment correction and 
maintenance of earnings records; and 
for reconciling disagreements and 
resolving discrepancies. 

b. Participates, with OPCV, in the 
planning and conduct of unit validation 
tests of modifications to existing 
systems against user-defined 
requirements and performance criteria, 
and certifies that the changes are in 
conformance with functional 
specifications. 

c. Develops and maintains a 
comprehensive, updated and integrated 
set of system requirements 
specifications for the earnings reporting 
and maintenance process. 

d. Performs requirements analyses 
and definition, conveying SSA-approved 
user needs and requirements in the area 
of earnings reporting to OSI for the 
development of ADP specifications and 
system design. 

e. Evaluates legislative proposals, 
regulations and policy changes affecting 
the earnings reporting process. 

L Represents users in resolving 
system discrepancies and errors relating 
to the existing earnings reporting and 


maintenance process with OSI and OSO 
representatives. 

g. Coordinates user requirements with 
SSA central and field ofTices and 
Federal and State agencies to ensure the 
efficiency and effectiveness of program 
information needs and overall systems 
support 

3. The Division of Records U se an d 
State Reporting Requirements (STB3): 

a. Plans, develops, evaluates and 
implements organizational information 
requirements, functional specifications, 
procedures, instructions and standards, 
including those relating to security and 
fraud detection, for collection and 
accounting of all State and local 
contributions; for use and access of 
earnings records, social security 
numbers, and employer data; for issuing 
earnings statements; and for the 
establishment and maintenance of a 
vested pension rights information 
system. 

b. Participates, with OPCV, in the 
planning and conduct of unit validation 
tests of modifications to existing 
systems against user-defined 
requirements and performance criteria, 
and certifies that the changes are in 
conformance with functional 
specifications. 

c. Develops and maintains a 
comprehensive, updated and integrated 
set of system requirements 
specifications for State and local 
contribution and liability, and data 
accessing processes. 

d. Performs requirements analyses 
and definition, conveying SSA-approved 
user needs and requirements in the area 
of State and local contributions and 
liability, and data accessing processes 
to OSI for the development of ADP 
specifications and systems design. 

e. Evaluates legislative proposals, 
regulations and policy changes affecting 
State and local contributions and 
liability, and data accessing processes. 

f. Represents users in resolving 
system discrepancies and errors relating 
to existing State and local contributions 
and liability, and data accessing 
processes with OSI and OSO 
representatives. 

g. Coordinates user requirements with 
SSA central and held offices snd 
Federal and State agencies to ensure the 
efficiency and effectiveness of program 
information needs and overall system 
support/* 

At the conclusion of Subsection F. The 
Office of System Modernization 
Requirements (STC). add: ‘The Office is 
organized along project-oriented lines, 
and is not further subdivided by 
functional divisions/* 
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At the conclusion of Subsection G. 

The Office of Planning. Control and 
Validation (STE), add: ’The Office 
includes the following components and 
functions: 

1. The System Security Staff (STEl): 

a. Develops security standards as they 
relate to organizational information 
requirements for all SSA systems, and 
ensures the implementation of the 
standards within all areas of OSR's 
functional responsibilities, 

b. Reviews performance requirements 
documents, requests for system 
modifications, procedural issuances and 
related material developed by OSR 
components to determine adherence to 
SSA. HHS and OMB standards relating 
to the security and integrity of SSA data 
processing and information systems. 

c. Recommends improvements to 
systems and processes to enhance 
security and to avoid losses through 
fraud, unauthorized disclosures, 
discontinuity of operations and 
redundancy of operations. 

d. Coordinates activities with other 
SSA components to ensure that 
organizational information requirements 
and functional requirements/ 
specifications developed by OSR 
incorporate the appropriate safeguards 
needed to meet systems security 
standards. 

e. Prepares requests for software 
changes to the telecommunications 
security matrix, based on authorized 
user needs, and validates those changes. 
Monitors equipment changes to 
determine if modifications to the matrix 
are needed. 

f. Coordinates with users and OSR 
components on Privacy Act and 
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) 
issues to ensure that functional 
requirements are in conformance with 
that legislation. Acts as a consultant on 
Privacy Act and FOIA as they relate to 
functional requirements. 

2. The Project Management Support 
Staff (STE2): 

a. Develops and maintains a 
management support system, including 
resource accounting, project control and 
workload scheduling, focusing on 
performance, time and resources 
(workpower and budget), to assure 
implementation of approved OSR 
projects. The staff works with project 
managers to perfect action plans and 
schedules. It also maintains a process 
for action plan change approval, 
provides early detection of problem 
situations and develops and implements 
a system for providing assistance to the 
Associate Commissioner for Systems 
Requirements to assure that projects are 
on target. 


b. Establishes reporting mechanisms 
which provide management information 
regarding project status, resource 
consumption and project performance 
schedules for all major OSR projects. 

c. Develops, maintains ana conducts 
product quality reviews of OSR 
implementation of guidelines and 
standards for analysis, system 
requirements, testing/validations, 
documentation, requirement/system 
change control, date administration and 
procedures. 

d. Coordinates the analysis of 
legislative proposals, regulations and 
policy changes for impact on the OSR 
mission. 

3. The Division of Planning (STE3): 

a. Conducts long-range planning 
activities to determine SSA'a 
information systems requirements 
necessary to achieve agency objectives. 

b. Conducts studies to define agency 
processes, information needs, data flow 
and interrelationships among 
organizational and systems components, 
data bases and processes. 

c. Plans and analyzes information and 
resource requirements to determine the 
requirements for new or improved 
systems processes to support long-term 
agency needs and develops a final list of 
recommended requirements for new or 
improved systems, setting priorities 
among the requirements. 

d. Develops, maintains and publishes 
the overall approved SSA plan for 
fulfilling short-term and long-range 
information system requirements, 
including determining, classifying and 
ranking systems needs of all SSA 
components, and recommends final 
priorities for approval: documents all 
critical issues having major agencywide 
impact and forwards them to the 
Associate Commissioner for System 
Requirements for resolution. 

e. Coordinates approved system 
requirements changes for pre-claims and 
claims areas with system modernization 
plans maintained by OSI. 

f. Develops appropriate standards and 
procedures for functional requirements 
documentation, validation and approval, 
systems service request and systems 
change control: evaluates the 
effectiveness of the standards and 
reviews OSR products for quality to 
ensure that the standards are being 
maintained. 

g. Serves as the focal point for OSR 
Information Technology Systems (ITS) 
budget coordination. 

4. The Division of Validation (STE4): 

a. Develops, evaluates and 

implements automated techniques and 
methodologies for the validation phase 
of system development in accordance 
with established standards and in 


support of modified operational systems 
and system modernization efforts. 

b. Identifies and documents 
requirements for automated validation 
tools and test field data bases 
developed by OSI. 

c. Develops requirements for test file 
and historical data bases, test tools and 
model test plans for use by OSR 
components in conducting unit 
validation tests. 

d. Performs integration/validation 
tests and analyzes the results to ensure 
that program, records and enumeration, 
administration and statistical processes 
and major OSR developmental projects 
accurately and effectively meet user 
requirements and orders modifications 
where appropriate. 

e. Coordinates with other system 
components and users in evaluating the 
analysis of the validation. 

f. Performs unit, integration and pilot 
validation tests, including operational 
procedures, to ensure that the functional 
requirements have been met and that 
the systems are free of operating faults. 

g. Certifies resulting systems for 
operational acceptance. 

h. Constructs periodic software 
version releases for modified 
operational systems and software 
modernization projects using systems 
change control procedures.” 

Amend Sea SU.10 The Office of 
System Integration —/ Organization) by 
adding the following division- and staff- 
level subcomponents: Under Subsection 
G. The Office of Software Improvement 
and Engineering (SUE), add: 

1. The Division of Software 
Modernization (SUEl) 

2. The Division of Data 
Administration (SUE2) 

Under Subsection H. The Office of 
Programmatic Systems (SUF). add: 

1. The Division of Earnings Systems 
(SUFI) 

2. The Division of RSDI Data Systems 

(SUF2) 

3. The Division of RSDI Transaction 
Systems (SUF3) 

4. The Division of SSI Claims and 
Postentitlement Systems (SUF4) 

5. The Division of SSI Contact. 
Control and Accounting Systems (SUF5) 

8. The Division of Systems 
Management and Technical Support 
(SUF6) 

Under Subsection I. The Office of 
Administrative and Management 
Systems (SUG). add: 

1. The Technical Support Staff 
(SUGl) 

2. The Division of Administrative 
Systems (SUG2) 

3. The Division of Program Statistics 
(SUC3) 
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4 The Division of Specialized 
Software Systems (SUC4) 

Under Subsection J. The Office of 
System Engineering (SUM), add: 

1. The Installation Engineering Staff 
(SUH1) 

2. The Systems Security Staff (SUH2) 

3. The Division of Data 
Communications Technology (SUH3) 

4. The Division of Acquisition, 
Resources and Evaluation (SUH4) 

5. The Division of Specifications and 
Configuration Analysis (SUH5) 

6. The Division of Integration and 
Environmental Testing (SUH6) 

Amend Sec . SU.20 The Office of 
System Integration (Functions), by 
adding the following material: At the 
conclusion of Subsection G. The Office 
of Software Improvement and 
Engineering (SUE), add: "The Office 
includes the following components and 
functions: 1. The Division of Software 
Modernization (SUEl): 

a. Identifies, evaluates, selects and 
manages software redesign and 
improvement projects which are 
implemented internally by other SSA 
operational support components or by 
contract to private vendors. 

b. Develops systems which collect 
software program/file data for 
conversion analysis and the software 
improvement selection process, and 
develops specifications which define 
and control the work to be performed on 
selected software components. 

c. Prepares draft requirements, 
statements and statements of work for 
use by the Office of Systems 
Engineering in the procurement of 
software packages, tools and contractor 
support services. 

d. Develops, documents, publishes 
and maintains the SSA-wide Software 
Engineering Technology (SET), which 
encompasses software development 
policy and standards, computer and 
related manual procedures, acquisition 
of tools, identification of training needs 
and the integration of these elements 
Into the SSA software development 
environment. 

e. Provides planning, analysis, design 
and development support for new and 
redesigned software systems/ 
subsystems. based on the Systems 
Modernization Plan, user requirements 
or modifications to existing software 
through applications of the SET. 

•* Directs the planning, design and 
Implementation of software based 
security safeguards and controls to 
Prevent unauthorized access, detect 
truud or abuse and protect 
confidentiality of personal and sensitive 
data. 

g* Conducts continuing liaison with 
other SSA offices. Federal agencies and 


private contractors in implementing the 
system moderization process. 

2. The Division of Data 
Administration (SUE2): 

a. Plans, designs, develops and 
implements the Data Base Integration 
Program. 

b. Directs the establishment, issuance 
and enforcement of standards for data 
definition, record and file design and for 
the selection and implementation of 
data storage architectures. 

c. Establishes systems and procedures 
for protecting and monitoring the 
security of data, including data access 
controls, data base backup and recovery 
and data access audit trails. 

d. Selects, establishes, modifies and 
maintains data base structures, access 
methods and associated software, as 
required by changes in objectives, data 
storage technologies and performance 
requirements. 

e. Designs and develops new or 
improved applications support software 
to promote dats independence and to 
facilitate interactionbetween data bases 
and application software. 

f. Establishes and maintains the Data 
Resource Management System (DRMS) 
which provides automated support for 
the analysis, design, development, 
maintenance and control of SSA 
sofieare. 

g. Designs, evaluates and conducts 
analyses and provides support services 
related to data administration and data 
base management improvement 
projects, and prepares draft requirement 
statements and statements of work for 
use by the Office of System Engineering 
in the acquisition of software packages/ 
tools and software contractor support 
services related to the project areas.’* 

At the conclusion of Subsection H« 

The Office of Programmatic Systems 
(SUF), add: 

"The Office includes the following 
components and functions: 

1. The Division of Earnings Systems 
(SUFl): 

a. Performs the systems analysis, 
design, programing and testing 
necessary to develop and maintain 
current, new and redesigned systems in 
response to approved user systems 
requirements for preentitlement 
earnings and enumeration applications. 
These systems establish, correct and 
maintain social security number records: 
update and maintain records of new and 
duplicate social security cards: establish 
and maintain summary earnings 
records: process earnings adjustments; 
post incorrectly reported earnings items 
by investigation and identification of the 
proper account; provide earnings record 
information to employers, employees 
and self-employed individuals: and 


establish, correct and maintain vested 
' pension rights identification and 
notification records. 

b. Translates user requirements, as 
approved by OSR, into derailed design, 
development and testing activities and 
system documentation for current, new 
or redesigned systems. 

c. As directed, conducts continuing 
liaison with other SSA offices and 
Federal. State and local agencies to 
determine the feasibility, and to plan the 
development, of preentitlement earnings 
and enumeration systems applications. 

d. Provides OSR, the Associate 
Commissioner for System Integration 
and other SSA officials, as appropriate, 
with a technical assessment of the effect 
of legislative, administrative and 
systems modernization proposals on 
existing preentitlement earnings and 
enumeration system applications. 

2. The Division of RSDI Data Systems 
(SUF2): 

a. Performs the systems analysis, 
design, programing and testing 
necessary to develop and maintain 
current, new and redesigned systems in 
response to approved user system 
requirements for RSDI data base 
establishment and maintenance 
applications. These systems edit 
incoming new records and transactions, 
control in-process and stored 
transactions, retrieve and display 
transaction data, exchange data with 
non-SSA systems, produce monthly 
benefit payment information for the 
Department of the Treasury and provide 
statistical and actuarial study data for 
OSPs Office of Administrative and 
Management Systems (OAMS). 

b. Translates user requirements, as 
approved by OSR. into detailed design, 
development and testing activities and 
system documentation for current, new 
or redesigned systems. 

c. As directed conducts liaison with 
other SSA components and Federal and 
State ageif£ies to determine the 
feasibility, and to plan the development 
of RSDI data base establishment and 
maintenance system applications. 

d. Provides OSR. the Associate 
Commissioner for System Integration 
and other SSA offices, as appropriate, 
with a technical assessment of the effect 
of legislative, administrative and 
systems modernization proposals on 
existing RSDI data base establishment 
and maintenance system applications. 

3. The Division of RSDI Transaction 
Systems (SUF3): 

a. Performs the systems analysis 
design, programing and testing 
necessary to develop and maintain 
current, new and redesigned systems in 
response to approved user systems 
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requirement* for RSDl transaction 
processing. 

These systems calulate insured status, 
primary insurance amounts, benefit 
estimates and benefit payment tales; 
record and modify entitlement and 
eligibility factors; identify overpayments 
and control their disposition; provide 
beneficiary notices; update and 
maintain a variety of records and 
materials which record the results of 
automated processing; product or 
extract management information data 
for use by OAMS; and provide data 
exchange information for other SSA and 
non-SSA systems. 

b. Translates user requirements, as 
approved by OSR, into detailed design, 
development and testing activities and 
system documentation for current, new 
or redesigned systems. 

c. As directed, conducts liaison with 
other SSA components and Federal and 
State agencies to determine the 
feasibility, and to plan the development, 
of RSDl transaction system applications. 

d. Provides OSR. the Associate 
Commissioner for System Integration 
and other SSA offices, as appropriate, 
with a technical assessment of the effect 
of legislative, administrative and 
systems modernization proposals on 
existing RSDl transaction system 
applications. 

4. The Division of SSI Claims and 
Fasten titlement Systems (SUF4): 

a. Performs the systems analysis, 
design, programing and testing necesary 
to develop and maintain current, new 
and redesiged systems in response to 
approved user systems requirements for 
supplemental security income (SSI) 
claims and postentitlement transaction 
applications. These systems edit 
incoming new records and transactions; 
maintain and revise the SSI master file 
to reflect changes in recipient status; 
cross-refer related records; compute 
both Federal SSI benefit payments and 
State supplementary payments; identify 
overpayments and control their 
disposition; select, control and follow up 
on cases requiring periodic 
redeterxuination; establish diaries to 
record and control needed claims 
actions; provide generalized data access 
software; provide full and partial record 
selection and display formats; and 
prepare transaction history records. 

b. Translates user requirements, as 
approved by OSR. into detailed design, 
development and testing activities and 
system documentation for current, new 
or redesigned systems. 

As directed, conducts liaison with 
other SSA components and Federal and 
State agencies to determine the 
feasibility, and to plan the development, 
of SSI transaction systems. 


d. Provides OSR, the Associate 
Commissioner for System Intergration 
and othe SSA offices, as appropriate, 
with a technical assessment of the effect 
of legislative, administrative and 
systems modernization proposals on 
existing SSI claims and postentitlement 
transaction system applications. 

5. The Division of SSI Contact 
Control and Accounting Systems (SUF5): 

a. Performs the systems analysis, 
design, programing and testing 
necessary' to develop and maintain 
current, new and redesigned systems in 
response to approved user system 
requirements for SSI contact, control 
and accounting applications. These 
systems provide recipient notices of 
claims decisions and changes in status 
and payment amounts; control the 
location and movement of SSI claims 
folders; control transactions which 
involve exception conditions and 
notices requesting corrections; provide 
validation testing of systems changes 
before and after they are implemented; 
account for disbursement of Federal and 
State funds, including data for 
establishing State fiscal liability; 
produce payment information for the 
Department of the Treasury; produce 
statistical information, management 
information and actuarial data for use 
by OAMS; accumulate data for States to 
use in determining State 
supplementation and Medicaid 
eligibility; and produce data for 
government records systems to verify 
recipient income information. 

b. Translates user requirements, as 
approved by OSR. into detailed design, 
development and testing activities and 
system documentation for current, new 
or redesigned systems. 

c. As directed, conducts liaison with 
other SSA components and Federal and 
State agencies to determine the 
feasibility, and to plan the development, 
of SSI contact, control and accounting 
systems. 

d. Provides OSR. the Associate 
Commissioner for System Intergration 
and other SSA offices, as appropriate, 
with a technical assessment of the effect 
of legislative, administrative and 
systems modernization proposals on 
existing SSI contact, control and 
accounting system applications. 

6. The Division of Systems 
Management and Technical Support 
(SUF6): 

a. Provides project management 
direction for designated systems 
developed by OPS. For these systems, 
the Division administers formal controls 
for system changes, including the 
review, establishment and maintenance 
of official documentation for completed 
software systems; reviews and approves 


system change proposals; directs 
implementation by controlled release of 
approved system changes, coordinating 
the content and schedule of these 
releases with users, OSR, OSO and 
OSf s Configuration Management and 
Project Control Staff (CMPCS); prepares 
new system development or changes in 
project plans by identification and 
approval of task assignments, 
manpower and machine estimates and 
implementation schedules; assigns 
responsibility for project design and 
development to other OPS Divisions; 
conducts review of system design at 
appropriate intervals; directs revisions 
to technical design or development, as 
required; reviews project results for 
compliance with OS1 standards; and 
certifies system development project 
completion. 

b. Provides technical support to other 
OPS divisions in resolving unusual 
problems concerning design, 
development and maintenance 
activities. 

c. Examines existing application 
software for efficiency of programing 
Where required, recommends changes 
to the appropriate OPS component to 
increase efficiency and assists 
programers in improving programs «nd 
systems. 

d. Reviews standards as they relate to 
OPS system development activities and 
recommends ways to apply those 
standards in OPS/* 

At the conclusion of Subsection I. The 
Office of Administrative and 
Management Systems (SUG), add: ’The 
Office includes the following 
components and functions: 

1. The Technical Support Staff 
(SUG1): 

a. Provides a variety of consultati ve 
and technical advisory services to the 
Office of Administrative and 
Management Systems (OAMS) 
components in resolving unusual 
problems on applications design, 
development and maintenance 
activities. Provides technical assistance 
to other SSA components, as needed 

b. Examines existing and proposed 
computer systems for efficiency. Where 
required, to increase efficiency, 
recommends changes to the appropriate 
OAMS component and assists 
programers in improving programs and 
systems. 

c. Reviews standards, policies and 
procedures developed by the Office of 
System Integration (OSI) as they relate 
to OAMS system development 
activities, and implements them as 
required. Also develops and implement 
special standards, policies and 
procedures for use within OAMS- 
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l The Division of Administrative 
Systems (SUG2): 

a Performs the systems analysis, 
dwign. programing, development, 
testing and validation necessary to 
develop and maintain current, new and 
redesigned systems in response to 
approved user system requirements for 
administrative applications. These 
applications include financial 
management, personnel management, 
work management and measurement, 
quality control, procurement and 
facilities management. 

b. As appropriate, either translates 
approved user requirements or, in 
concert with the user, develops user 
requirements which are translated into 
detailed design and development 
activities and system documentation for 
current, new or redesigned systems. 

c. As directed, conducts liaison with 
other SSA components and other 
Federal and State agencies to determine 
the feasibility, and to plan the 
development, of systems for 
administrative applications. 

d. With the Office of Systems 
Operations (OSO) and the requesting 
component, conducts testing based on 
0S1 standards to assure that systems 
developed will perform successfully. 

3. The Division of Program Statistics 
(SUG3): 

a Performs the systems analysis, 
design, programing, testing and 
validation necessary to develop and 
maintain current, new and redesigned 
lystems in response to approved user 
•ystema requirements for SSA program 
Hatistica. These applications include 
actuarial analysis and projection; 
characteristics of income and population 
movement; and data on births, 
marriages and deaths. 

b. Translates approved user 
requirements into detailed design and 
development activities and system 
documentation for current, new or 
redesigned systems. 

c- Ah directed, conducts liaison with 
other SSA components and other 
Federal and State agencies to determine 
the feasibility, and to plan the 
development, of program statistical 
applications. 

d- With OSO and the requesting 
component, conducts testing based on 
Y S1 stdn darda to assure that systems 
developed will perform successfully. 

e * Provides technical advice and 
consultation to other SSA components 
on their needs for new or revised 
•ystems, and recommends to them the 
most cost-effective methods of 
implementation. 

< The Division of Specialized 
wtware Systems (SUG4). 


a. Performs the systems analysis, 
design, development and/or acquisition 
and testing necessary to implement and 
maintain current, new and redesigned 
systems in response to approved user 
systems requirements for specialized 
software applications requiring a high 
level of technology. These applications 
include applied mathematics, 
simulation, mathematical modeling, 
general statistics, electronic photo 
composition, graphics, cartography, 
process control, tracking, office 
automation, local area networking and 
other user-oriented computer tools. 

b. Translates approved user 
requirements into detailed design and 
development activities and system 
documentation for current, new or 
redesigned systems. 

c. As directed, conducts liaison with 
other SSA components and other 
Federal and State agencies to determine 
the feasibility, and to plan the 
development, of specialized applications 
systems. 

d. With OSO and the requesting 
component, conducts testing and 
validation based on OS1 standards to 
assure that systems developed will 
perform successfully. 

e. Provides technical advice and 
consultation to other SSA components 
on their needs for new or revised 
systems, and recommends to them the 
most cost-effective methods of 
implementation." 

At the conclusion of Subsection J. The 
Office of System Engineering (SUH), 
add: "The Office includes the following 
components and functions: 

t. The Installation Engineering Staff 
(SUHl): 

a. Coordinates the planning, site 
preparation and installation of newly 
acquired equipment for an orderly 
transition into the operational 
environment. Directs the efforts of 
contractors and coordinates with SSA 
components for equipment installation. 
Serves a9 technical consultant on 
matters pertinent to installation 
engineering. As assigned, provides 
support to program and project 
managers for efforts relating to 
installation planning and site 
preparation. 

2. The Systems Security Staff (SUH2J: 

a. Directs the planning, 
implementation and evaluation of the 
systems security program in OS1 under 
HHS and SSA privacy and security 
policies. Specifies security safeguards 
and standards to be applied in the 
design, development and operation of 
SSA hardware-based and 
telecommunications systems to protect 
the confidentiality of all personal and 
sensitive information. Serves as OS1 


liaison with oversight components in 
matters of ADP and data 
communications privacy and security. 

3. The Division of Data 
Communications Technology (SUH3): 

a. Plans and directs SSA*s nationwide 
data comunications system in support of 
ail SSA*a activities. 

b. Analyzes present and future data 
communications requirements, and 
proposes design alternatives and 
improvements. Responsible for all data 
communications host software [e.g„ 
teleprocessing monitors, security 
systems, etc.) and programable front- 
end processor software. Participates in 
the evaluation of alternative operating 
systems for potential use on the data 
communications system. 

c. Provides technical support to data 
communications prograniers on 
interface issues relating to the network 
and host software. Responsible for all 
network and terminal software, systems 
and applications in the Data 
Communications Utility. Directs the 
analysis, design, development and 
maintenance of computer system control 
software to support a data 
communications environment for all of 
SSA'a data communications processing 
centers. 

d. Conducts network analyses to 
determine technical changes and 
improvements needed. Participates in 
the establishment of programing and 
data communications standards for all 
data communications systems. Designs 
and maintains system security software 
for the data communications network. 

4. The Division of Acquisition, 
Resources and Evaluation (SUH4): 

a. Develops and administers SSA 
policies and procedures for the 
acquisition of ADP/Telecommunications 
(TC) equipment, software and services 
in compliance with SSA, HHS. OMB and 
General Services Administration (CSA) 
policies and regulations. 

b. Directs the Information Technology 
Systems (ITS) procurement activity, 
which retates to the acquisition, 
evaluation and acceptance of software, 
equipment or services to support 
systems improvements and 
modernization initiatives. Makes the 
determination as to the type of 
procurement, and refers ongoing 
operational and renewal procurement 
actions to OSO. Tracks and monitors 
those procurements under the control of 
OS1. 

c. Evaluates and approves requests 
from SSA components for the 
acquisition of equipment, software and 
services. Directs and coordinates the 
development and evaluation of 
materials which justify the need for 
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procurement, and prepares 
documentation required by HHS, GSA 
and OMB to support the acquisition of 
equipment and services. 

d. Acts as liaison In ADP/TC 
procurement matters between SSA and 
authorities such as HHS, CSA and 
OMB. Acts as technical liaison on 
requests for ADP and 
telecommunications equipment and 
technical services. Participates in 
negotiations with vendors during the 
procurement process and in the 
development of special expense items 
for systems and services. 

5. The Division of Specifications and 
Configuration Analysis ISUH5): 

a. Prepares technical specifications 
for the acquisition of ADP/TC systems 
and software. Develops benchmark 
packages and participates in conducting 
benchmarks and analyzing results. 

b. With the assistance of users and 
other OSI components, determines 
workload requirements and performs 
necessary configuration and capacity 
analysis to support ADP/TC 
acouisitions. Provides technical support 
to OSI and other SSA components 
during major procurement activities. 
Participates in technical work groups 
which develop requirements for special 
systems capabilities. 

a Designs and directs the 
implementation of pilot tests to assess 
the cost-effectiveness of the use of 
technology improvements in systems 
support activities. 

d. Develops short- and long-range 
configuration plans for remote site and 
central office configurations baaed on 
systems development and equipment 
procurement activities. Analyzes SSA's 
present and future capacity 
requirements, and prepares 
recommendations to the Office Director 
and Associate Commissioner for System 
Integration. 

6. The Division of Integration and 
Environmental Testing (SUH6): 

a. Directs and controls all activities 
associated with the release of new or 
enhanced versions of host programmatic 
and telecomm unications-related 
software (both online and offline). 
Enforces software acceptance and 
certification standards. Directs the 
initial staging of program modules to be 
tested, including generation of 
executable code. 

b. Develops and maintains extensive 
test data bases for use in the 
acceptance, integration and 
environmental testing processes. 
Develops and incorporates the use of 
software simulators end emulators in 
the testing scenario. 

c. Directs the integration testing of 
new or enhanced communications host 


software (both online and offline), 
remote network/terminal and 
microprocessor software and network 
communications software. Participates 
in the movement and/or migration of 
software systems and associated data 
files between computer complexes and 
processing components. 

d. Directs environmental testing to 
ensure that new or enhanced software is 
compatible with changing hardware 
configurations. Directs the integration of 
new or enhanced SSA programmatic 
software. Administers the generation of 
finalized testing results for evaluation. 
Directs software performance 
evaluations, parallel testing, timing 
studies, job mix analysis, inter/tntra- 
system relationships and testing trend 
analysis. 

e. Directs the study of the 
environmental impact and resource 
analysis of Central Processing Unit disk 
and tape limitations in relationship with 
new software. Administers the training 
of operational and user personnel 
relative to the installation of new/ 
enhanced software or hardware. 
Conducts the integration testing of new 
or enhanced hardware." 

Doted: August 4.1983. 

Miirgord M. Heckler, 

Secretory of Health and Human Services. 

[FR Doc 03-12271 ft!«rf 0-2S4X 045 

BILL 1140 COOt 


Office of Civil Rights and Equal 
Opportunity; Statement of 
Organization, Functions and 
Delegations of Authority 

Part S of the Statement of 
Organization, Functions and Delegations 
of Authority for the Department of 
Health and Human Services (HHS] 
covers the Social Security 
Administration (SSA). Chapter SC of the 
SSA statement, as published in the 
Federal Register on August 7.1979 (44 
FR 46351 -52], describes the mission, 
organization and functions of SSA's 
Office of Civil Rights and Equal 
Opportunity (OCREO). Chapter SM of 
the SSA statement 44 FR 46328-34, 
dated August 7.1979. as amended by 44 
FR 83025-28, dated December 17. 198a 
describes the mission, organization and 
functions of SSA'a Office of 
Management. Budget and Personnel 
(OMBP). 

Notice Is given that Chapter SM is 
amended to reflect the establishment of 
OCREO as a major component of OMBP 
and to transfer the functions of 
coordinating, developing, appraising and 
administering SSA-wide programs of 
civil rights and equal opportunities to 
OMBP. 


Notice is also given that Chapter SC is 
deleted in its entirety since the func'ioos 
are transferred to OMBP. 

Chap»er SM is amended as follows. 

Sec- SM 00 The Office of 
Management. Budget and Personne l— 
(Mission): 

4. Delete period at end of the second 
sentence and replace it v^ith a 
semicolon. 

Add "5. Coordinating, developing 
appraising and administering SSA-w ide 
programs of dvil rights and equal 
opportunity." 

Sec. SM.10 The Office of 
Management Budget and Personnel — 
(Organization): 

Add "L The Office of Civi) Rights and 
Equal Opportunity (SMC), which 
includes: 

1. The Division of Complaints 
Analysis and Monitoring (SMCl), and 

2. The Division of Equal Opportunity 
Planning and Studies (SMC2)." 

Sec. SM.20 The Office of 
Management . Budget and Personnel— 
(Functions): 

Add "I. The Office of Civil Rights end 
Equal Opportunity (SMC): 

Directs, coordinates, develops, 
appraises and administers the SSA-wcie 
programs of dvil rights and equal 
opportunity. It provides counsel, advice 
and recommendations to the Associate 
Commissioner and the SSA Executive 
Staff on civil rights and equal 
opportunity concerns and 
responsibilities, and represents SSA in 
dealings with Federal and non-Federal 
agendes and organizations on a wide 
range of dvil rights and equal 
opportunity functions. The Office of 
Civil Rights and Equal Opportunity 
(OCREO) 8divities indude: affirmative 
action planning; preparation and 
Implementation of programs designed to 
ensure equality of opportunity in 
employment and applying HHS 
standards for delivery of SSA services 
for groups, including the aged, 
minorities, women and the handicapped: 
management of the equal opportunity 
complaints processing system for 
adjudication and resolution of 
complaints of employment 
discrimination and developing and 
directing implementation of the 
requirements of Section 504 of the 
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, Title VI of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1984 and the Age 
Discrimination Act of 1975,8« they 
apply to recipients of SSA grant monies. 
OCREO develops standards consistent 
with HHS standards for delivery of 
services to all SSA beneficiaries under 
applicable titles of the Social Security 
Act, as amended. In carrying out its 
mission. OCREO interacts with outside 
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programs and organizations, where 

appropriate. 

1. The Division of Complaints 
Analysis and Monitoring (SMCl); 

a. Directs implemation and evaluation 
of the SSA equal employment 
opportunity discrimination complaint 
program for both headquarters and the 
field; provides advice, guidance and 
Assistance to SSA officials, concerning 
the discrimination complaint program 
•rea and related management matters. 

b. Provides leadership, guidance and 
direction in formulating and 
implementing SSA policies, regulations 
and procedures pertaining to the timely, 
accurate, fair, and impartial processing 
of discrimination complaints throughout 
the headquarters and field 
organizations. 

c. Provides overall direction regarding 
all aspects of SSA'a complaint system in 
order to ensure uniformity in complaint 
handling, resolution and disposition. 
Directs the preparation of guidelines on 
all complaint matters. 

d. Prepares proposed dispositions on 
complaints of discrimination against the 
Social Security Administration. Insures 
compliance with any corrective or 
remedial action directed by SSA. HHS, 
EEOC, or any other Agency having 
authority to so direct. 

e. Develops litigation information and 
documentation for OQC and the U.S. 
Attorney*# Office In employment 
d^enmination court suits filed against 
hSA. Prepares the Agency's brief for 
complaints appealed to EEOC. Also, 
responds to interrogatories submitted in 
class complaints. Analyzes new and 
recent court decisions, public laws and 
j^deral regulations for their impact on 
SSA complaint processing. 

* Directs special projects and studies 
of the various aspects of SSA*s 
nationwide discrimination complaint 
process to evaluate the overall 
effectiveness of the equal opportunity 
program. Directs the analysis of trends 
observed during projects and studies. 

! r d implements new procedures as 
required, 

8 Provides the authoritative 
u ’-rpretations on legal and regulatory, 
and technical discrimination complaint 
matter* to SSA management, 

nationwide. 

2. The Division of Equal Opportunity 
Wanning and Studies (SMC2): 

a * greets the development of SSA’a 
*qual opportunity action program and 
Monitoring of that program. 

©.Provides staff support and guidance 
o headquarters and field components in 

* development of sound affirmative 

a V T0 & T *™*- Approves, on behalf of 

* Associate Commissioner, affirmative 
ftc,, on plans prepared by components 


and regions; develops the overall SSA 
affirmative action plan. 

c. Develops guidelines and procedures 
for effective affirmative action planning 
and monitoring throughout SSA; 
develops recommendations on 
affirmative action policy and operations 
for the Director of OCREO. 

d. Reviews equal opportunity policy 
issuances. Equal Employment 
Opportunity Commission and court 
decisions for applicability to SSA policy 
and procedures. Develops policy 
statements, instructions and guidelines 
to transmit or implement EO policy 
decisions in SSA. 

e. Conducts and coordinates studies 
or analyses or personnel policies, 
recruitment procedures, staffing 
activities, special recruitment and 
development programs to assess equal 
opportunity impact 

f. Directs maintenance of a minority 
employment information system for SSA 
employees. 

g Develops and tracks SSA’s major 
initiatives that relate to civil rights and 
equal opportunity and oversees their 
implementation. 

h. Plans, directs and implements 
special programs for minority, female, 
Hispanic and handicapped employees of 
SSA. 

t Directs the SSA-wide program of 
processing civil rights complaints which 
involves applying standards under the 
civil rights statutes; develops SSA 
standards, consistent with HHS 
guidance and standards, for delivering 
services to individuals and meeting 
other SSA commitments under civil 
rights statutes. 

). Develops SSA compliance program 
under civil rights statutes. 

k. Coordinates with and reports to 
HHS’ Office of Civil Rights on SSA’s 
civil rights compliance function.*’ 

Dated: August 4. 1963. 

Msrgarct M. Hecklar, 

Secretary of Health and Human Services . 

I PR Doc 83-22270 PUikJ 4-18 <8 mm) 

BtUJMO COOC 4710-2S-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

Exchange of Public Lands In Madison 
County, Montana 

agency: Butte District Office, Bureau of 
Land Management. Interior. 
action: Cancellation of Notice of Realty 
Action for M57789, Exchange of public 
land in Madison County. 

summary: Notice is hereby given that 
the Notice of Realty Action for M57789 


published on July 21.1963 (46 FR 33359) 
is hereby cancelled. No further action 
will be taken on this exchange until all 
conflicts are resolved 
Dated: August 4.1963. 
lack A McIntosh. 

District Manager. 

(FR Doc 83-22187 FlUd 4-11-4* 8 4fl mm) 
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Rock Springs District, Big Sandy 
Resource Ares; Off-Road Vehicle 
Designation Decisions 

agency: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 

action: Notice of off-road vehicle 
designation decision. 

summary: The Big Sandy Resource 
Area. Rock Springs District. Bureau of 
Land Management, has completed 
decisions to designate 2,356,300 acres of 
public land in Sweetwater. Sublette, and 
Fremont Counties, In Wyoming; as open, 
limited or closed to off-road vehicle use. 
Designations are a result of land use 
planning decisions made in the 1982 Big 
Sandy Management Framework Plan. 
date: The subject planning decision 
modifications are effective August 31, 
1963. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Clinton Hanson. Area Manager, Big 
Sandy Resource Area, P.O. Box 1170, 
Rock Springs, Wyoming 82902-1170 
(307) 362-6422; and 
Donald H. Sweep, District Manager. 
Rock Springs District Office. P.O. Box 
1859, Rock Springs, Wyoming 82901 
(307) 382-6350 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

authority for this decision is derived 
from Executive Orders 11644 and 11988, 
and the regulations contained in 43 CFR 
8340. Specific area designations are as 
follows: 

A. Open Designation 

Vehicle travel is permitted on 
approximately 11,964 acres (both on and 
off roads) within the eastern Vfc of the 
Greater Sand Dunes Area of Critical 
Environmental Concern. Vehicle use is 
confined to the active dunes within the 
11,964 acres. 

B. Limited Designations 

Areas which are designated limited 
comprise approximately 2,344,316 acres. 
Limited designation was determined 
appropriate to protect the resources of 
the public lands, promote the safety of 
all users of the public lands, and to 
minimize conflicts among various users 
of the public lands. The following 
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identifies the type of restriction on 
motorized vehicle travel, the specific 
areas(s) where the restriction occurs, the 
affected acreage, and a brief rationale 
for each affected area. 

1. Motorized travel limited to existing 
roads and trails at all times, except 
during certain periods of the year, when 
areas will be closed to all vehicles. 

a. Oregon Buttes Wilderness Study 
Area (5.700 acres)—to maintain 
wilderness integrity, and protect elk 
calving and raptor nesting. Area closed 
March 1 to July 1. 

b. Oregon Buttes Area of Critical 
Environmental Concern (3,520 acres 
total, all but 210 acres are located within 
the Oregon Buttes Wilderness Study 
Area)—to protect elk calving and raptor 
nesting. Area closed March 1 to July 1. 

c. Steamboat Mountain (15.981 
acres)—to protect elk calving and deer 
fawning. Area closed May 10 to July 1. 

d. Cedar Canyon Area of Critical 
Environmental Concern (2,560 acres)—to 
protect wintering big game, and raptor 
nesting. Area closed from December 15 
to July 1. 

2. Motorized travel limited to 
designated roads and trails only. 

a. Honeycomb Buttes Wilderness 
Study Area (41,620 acres) to maintain 
wilderness integrity. 

b. Sand Dunes Wilderness Study Area 
(27.200 acres)—to maintain wilderness 
integrity, this area includes a portion of 
the Greater Sand Dimes Area of Critical 
Environmental Concern. 

c. White Mountain (4,953 acres)—to 
alleviate current overuse problems. 

3. Motorized travel limited to existing 
roads and trails at all times. 

a. Alkali Basin—East Sand Dunes 
Wilderness Study Area (12,800 acres)— 
to maintain wilderness integrity. 

b. Alkali Draw Wilderness Study 
Area (16,990 acres)—to maintain 
wilderness integrity. 

c. Buffalo Hump Wilderness Study 
Area (10.300 acres)—to maintain 
wilderness integrity, this area includes a 
portion of the Greater Sand Dunes Area 
of Critical Environmental Concern. 

d. Red Lake Wilderness Study Area 
(9.515 acres)—to maintain wilderness 
integrity. 

e. South Pinnacles Wilderness Study 
Area (10,826 acres)—to maintain 
wilderness integrity. 

f. Whitehorse Creek Wilderness Study 
Area (4,028 acres)—to maintain 
wilderness integrity. 

g. Natural Corrals Area of Critical 
Environmental Concern. (l,117acres)—to 
protect cultural, geologic, and recreation 
values. 

h. Town of Creen River (300 acres}— 
to support the City of Creen River’s off¬ 
road vehicle ordinance. 


4. Motorized travel limited to existing 
roads and trails only, except where 
designated closed (seasonally or year 
round). 

a. Wind River Front (81,900 acres)—to 
protect important wildlife habitat, and 
provide a systematic approach for 
transportation (elimination of parallel 
roads). 

5. Motorized travel limited to existing 
roads and trails, however, temporary 
use will be allowed to perform 
necessary tasks. 

a. This area Includes all of the Big 
Sandy Resource Area, excluding those 
areas which are proposed to have 
"closed”, "open”, or other types of 
"limited” designations (2.098,316 
acres)—Institution of this type of limited 
designations would, in practice, include 
most types of ORV use that have been 
occurring in the past. 

C. Closed Designation 

Approximately 20 acres of the Big 
Sandy Resource Area have been 
designated as closed. This area is the 
White Mountain Petroglyphs Area of 
Critical Environmental Concern. This 
area contains many Indian drawings of 
the late prehistoric or early historic . 
period, and is used intensively by local 
schools for field trips. To help protect 
the petroglyphs and promote a safe 
environment for field trips, this area is 
closed to all motorized travel. 

Donald H. Sweep. 

District Manager. 

[FR Doc F>:<n! §46 «m] 

BILUHQ COOC 41104+41 


Minerals Management Service 

Insignificant Revision In July 1982; 5- 
Year Outer Continental Shelf Leasing 
Schedule; Sale 73 

agency: Minerals Management Service. 
Department of the Interior. 
action: Notice. 


summary: The 5-year Outer Continental 
Shelf (OCS) Leasing Schedule issued on 
July 21.1982, provided for OCS Sale 73 
(Central and Northern California) to be 
held in September 1983. However, 
delays in the prelease administrative 
steps required that the sale be delayed 2 
months to November 1983 in order to 
allow for the legislatively mandated 
periods for public review and comment 
and to allow for analyses to determine 
whether or not the proposal is consistent 
with the California Coastal Management 
Program. After considering the relative 
merits of delaying the sale to November 
1983 to allow for the orderly scheduling 
of the prelease steps, it has been 


concluded that delaying the sale serves 
the national interest. 

After analyzing whether delaying the 
sale by such a short period was a 
significant revision under section 18 of 
the OCS Lands Act, we have concluded 
that it would not be a significant 
revision of the 5-year Program. Copies of 
this analysis are available from the 
address below. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Chris Oyncs, Minerals Management 
Service (MS^645), 12203 Sunrise Valley 
Drive, Reston. Virginia 22092, (202) 343- 
6906. 

Dated: July 29.1983. 

Dave Russell 

Acting Director. Minerals Management 
Service. 

Dated: August 5,1963. 

W. L. Dare, 

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for Energy 
and Minerals. 

JFK Doc 0-211 SO PlM +124* S45 am) 

BILLING COOC 431&-4IR-M 


OH and Gas and Sulphur Operations In 
the Outer Continental Shelf 

agency: Minerals Management Service, 
Interior. 

action: Notice of the receipt of a 
proposed development and production 
plan. 

summary: Notice is hereby given that 
Mobil Producing Texas and New Mexico 
Inc. has submitted a Development and 
Production Plan describing the activities 
it proposes to conduct on Leases OCS-G 
2392 and 2393. Blocks A-572 and A-573. 
High Island Area, offshore Texas. 

The purpose of this Notice is to Inform 
the public, pursuant to Section 25 of the 
OCS Lands Act Amendments of 1978, 
that the Minerals Management Service 
is considering approval of the Plan and 
that it is available for public review at 
the Office of the Regional Manager, G 
of Mexico OCS Region. Minerals 
Management Service 3301 North 
Causeway Blvd., Room 147, Metairie, 
Louisiana 70002. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 

Minerals Management Service. Public 
Records. Room 147, open weekdays 9 
a.m. to 3:30 p.m., 3301 North Causeway 
Blvd.. Metairie, Louisiana 70002. Phone 
(504) 838-0519. 

SUPPLEMENTARY information: Revised 

rules governing practices and 
procedures under which the Minerals 
Management Service makes information 
contained in Development and 
Production Plans available to affected 
States, executives of affected local 
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governments, and other interested 
parties became effective December 13. 
1979 (44 FR 53685). Those practices and 
procedures are set out in a revised 
Section 250.34 of Title 30 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations. 

Dated: August 5,1983. 
jota L Rankin, 

Actirg Regional Manager, Gulf of Mexico 

OCS Region. 

(HD* M-aaSflFlWS-U-S^MSwnl 

MU!»2 COOC 43Y04HMI 


National Park Service 

Land and Water Conservation Fund 
State Assistance Program; Draft Title 
VI Guidelines Availability 

agency: National Park Service, 
Department of the Interior. 
action: Notice of availability of draft 
Title VI guidelines as they relate to the 
Land and Water Conservation Fund 
State assistance program. 

summary: The National Park Service 
announces the availability of draft Title 
VI guidelines as they relate to the Land 
ami Water Conservation Fund (LAWCF) 
State assistance program of the 
Department of the Interior. These 
guidelines are to be incorporated into 
tiie LA WCF Grants Manual at a future 
date. 

r 0R FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Valerie Coleman. National Park Service, 
Recreation Grants Division. U.S. 

Dfp .rUnent of the Interior, Washington, 
D C 20240. (202) 343-3700. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
knd and Water Conservation Fund 
^LAWCF) Act of 1965, as amended, 
provides matching giants to State and 
local units of government for the 
•cquisition and development of public 
outdoor recreation areas and facilities, 
rhese draft guidelines provide detailed 
information on Title VI of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964 to the end that no 
person in the United States shall, on the 
grounds of race, color or national origin, 
ue excluded from participation in, be 
f ’ : " I benefits of, or be otherwise 
subjected to discrimination with respect 
o federally assisted programs. Included 
f ,rift guidelines are procedures for 
! | ,n 8 complaints and the responsibilities 
0 toe Department and its grantees in 
attaining compliance with the Act and 
‘Apartment of the Interior regulations. 
0* 43 Part 17. 

Dated: August 5.1963. 

RfittH E. Dickenson. 

Erector, National Pork Service. 

^ Ow: *>-22155 Filed S-12-43: Sc4S am) 
tlUjNQ COOC 4310-HMi 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 

COMMISSION 

(Finance Docket No. 30210] 

Railroads; Kansas City Connecting 
Railroad Company; Discontinuance 
Exemption; In Kansas City, MO, and 
Kansas City, KS 

agency: interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Notice of exemption. 

summary: The Interstate Commerce 
Commission exempts the discontinuance 
of service by the fotnsas City 
Connecting Railroad Company (KCCR) 
over 11.84 miles of the Kansas City 
Stock Yards Company of Maine (Kansas 
City of Maine) line in Kansas City. MO. 
and Kansas City. KS. 
dates: This exemption is effective on 
September 14.1983. Petitions to stay 
must be filed by August 25,1983, and 
petitions for reconsideration must be 
filed by September 5,1983. 
adoresses: Send pleadings referring to 
Finance Docket No. 30210 to: 

(1) Office of the Secretary, Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Washington. 
DC 20423 

(2) Petitioner s representative: Daniel L. 
Brenner. 915 Traders Bank Building, 
1125 Grand Avenue, Kansas City, MO 
64106. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Louis E. Gitomer. (202) 275-7245. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Additional information is contained in 
the Commission s decision. To purchase 
a copy of the full decision write to T. S. 
InfoSystems, Inc, Room 2227, Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Washington, 

DC 20423, or call 289-4357 (D.C. 
Metropolitan area) or toll free (800) 424- 
5403. 

Decided: August 5.1963. 

By the Commission, Chairman Taylor. Vice 
Chairman Sterrett. Commissioners Andre and 
Cradison. Vice Chairman Sterrett and 
Commissioner Andre would not impose a 
deadline on consummation of the exempted 
transaction. 

Agatha L. Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. »- 225 SB FlUd MS a at] 

BJU.INO COOC 7M5~01-M 


[Section 10706(b) Application No. 9] 

National Bus Traffic Association, Inc. 
Rate Bureau Agreement 

agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Notice of filing of proposed 
amended rate bureau agreement and 
request for comment. 


summary: The National Bus Truffle 
Association. Inc. (NBTA). has filed with 
the Commission its proposed amended 
rate bureau agreement, os required by 
Section 10 of the Bus regulatory Reform 
Act of 1982. The Commission seeks 
comments from interested parties ns to 
whether the proposed agreement should 
be approved. Copies of the proposed 
agreement are available for public 
inspection and copying at the Office of 
the Secretary. Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 12th St. and Constitution 
Ave„ NW.. Washington. DC. 2D423, and 
from NBTA’s representatives: 

Charles A. Webb, 606 London House. 
1001 Wilson Blvd., Arlington. VA 
22209 

John A. Grady. 301 North Fairfax St., 
Suite 100, Alexandria. VA 22314. 

dates: Comments from interested 
parties are due by September 29.1983. 

address: Send an original and 15 
copies, if possible, of comments to: 

NBTA No. 9. Office of the Secretary, 
Case Control Branch. Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Washington, 

DC 20423. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 

Robert G. Rothstein. (202) 275-7912 
or 

Howell L Spom. (202) 275-7601. 

SUPPLEMENTARY information: Section 
10 of the Bus regulatory Reform Act of 
1982, Pub. L 97-261. 96 StaL 1102 (1982) 
(Bus Act), confers upon bus industry 
rate bureaus antitrust immunity when 
they collectively consider rates, rules, 
and practices, provided that agreements 
under which they function have been 
approved by the Commission. 

Our decision in Ex Parte No. 297 (Sub- 
No. 6). Bus Rate Bureau Procedures, 867 
I C C. 313 (1983), adopted final standards 
which implement Section 10 of the Bus 
Act. and provides for continuing 
antitrust immunity during the time 
amended rate bureau agreements are 
being prepared for, submitted to. and 
considered by the Commission. 

Pursuant to our decision. NBTA. 
currently the only bus industry rate 
bureau, timely filed its proposed 
amended rate agreement. We now seek 
public comment on the specific 
provisions of the agreement We will 
serve a copy of this decision on the 
Department of Justice, Antitrust 
Division, and the Federal Trade 
Commission, and welcome any 
comments they moy offer. 

Interested persons shall have 45 days 
to comment upon the proposed amended 
agreement s compliance with our 
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implementation of Section 10 of the Bus 
Act. A copy of any comments filed shall 
also be served on NBTA, which shall 
have 20 days from the expiration of the 
comment period to reply. 

This action will not significantly affect 
either the quality of the human 
environment or the conservation of 
energy resources. 

This notice is issued pursuant to 49 
U.S.C. 10321 and 10706 and 5 U.S.C. 554. 

Decided: August 1,1963. 

By the Commission. Chairman Taylor. Vice 
Chairman Steirett. Commissioners Andre and 
Gradison. Commissioner Andre dissented. 
This action U not required either by the 
statute or by Commission rules of procedure, 
and be feels it would simply generate 
unnecessary paperwork and regulatory delay. 
Agatha L. Merge no vich. 

Secretory\ 

|KH Doc Piled S~ 12-03; *45 «»| 

WLUMO coot ms- 01 -44 


Motor Carrier Finance Applications; 
Decision Notice 

As indicated by the findings below, 
the Commission has approved the 
following applications Bled under 49 
U.S.C. 10924.10926,10931 and 10932. 

We find: 

Each transaction is exempt from 
section 11343 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, and complies with the 
appropriate transfer rules. 

This decision is neither a major 
Federal action significantly affecting the 
quality of the human environment nor a 
major regulatory action under the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act of 
1975. 

Petitions seeking reconsideration must 
be filed within 20 days from the date of 
this publication. Replies must be filed 
within 20 days after the final date for 
filing petitions for reconsideration; any 
interested person may file and serve a 
reply upon the parties to the proceeding. 
Petitions which do not comply with the 
relevant transfer rules at 49 CFR 1181.4 
may be rejected. 

If petitions for reconsideration are not 
timely filed, and applicants satisfy the 
conditions, if any. which have been 
imposed, the application is granted and 
they will receive an effective notice. The 
notice will recite the compliance 
requirements which must be met before 
the transferee may commence 
operations. 

Applicants must comply with any 
conditions set forth in the following 
decision-notices within 20 days after 
publication, or within any approved 
extension period. Otherwise, the 
decision-notice shall have no further 
effect 


It is ordered: 

The following applications are 
approved, subject to the conditions 
stated in the publication, and further 
subject to the administrative 
requirements stated in the effective 
notice to be issued hereafter. 

Agatha L. Mergonovtch. 

Secretory. 

Please direct status inquiries to Team 3 
(202) 275-5223. 

Volume No. OP3-FC-378 

MC-FC-81606. By decision of August 
3,1983, under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and the 
transfer rules at 49 CFR Part 1181, the 
Review Board, Members Parker, Joyce 
and Krock approved the transfer to 
CENTRAL MOVING SYSTEMS. INC., of 
Stirling. NJ. of Certificate No. MC-50915, 
issued August 13.1938. and Certificate 
No. MC-50915 (Sub-No. 1), issued July 8. 
1982. to RICHARD CORIELL & CO.. 

INC., of Stirling. NJ. authorizing the 
transportation of household goods (a) 
between Millington. NJ, and points and 
places within 12 miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and points and places in CT, 
NY. PA. MD. and OH. on the other (b) 
between points In ME, NH, VT, MA. RI. 
CT, NY, NJ. PA. OH. MD. DE. FL VA. 
NC. SC, GA, and DC, (c) between points 
in ME, NH. VT. MA. RI, CT. NY. VA. 

NC, SC, GA. FL and DC. on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in ME, 
NH. VT, MA. RI. CT, Ml. IN. IL and W1 
and (d) between points in ME. NH. VT, 
MA. RI, CT, NY. NJ. PA. MD, DE. VA. 
WV. NC. SC. GA. FL AL MS. TN. KY. 
OIL Ml. IN. IL WI and DC. on the one 
hand. and. on the other, points in MN. 

1A. MO. AR. LA. TX. OK, KS. NE. ND. 
SD. MT. WY, CO. NM. AZ. UT, ID. WA. 
OR. NV and CA. Representative: Robert 
J. Gallagher. 1435 G Street. NW., Suite 
84a Washington. D.C. 20005 (202) 628- 
1842. 

Not*.—A temporary authority application 
has been filed 

For the following, please direct status 
calls to Team 5 at 202-275-7289. 

Volume No. OP5-FC-40I 

FC-61558. By decision of July 28,1983 
issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and the 
transfer rules at 49 CFR 1181, the 
Review Board Members Parker, Joyce 
and Krock approved the transfer to 
ROBERT A. BROWN. WILLIAM H. 
BROWN. MATTHEW W. BROWN, and 
STEPHEN W. BROWN, d.b.a. BROWN'S 
CROSS COUNTRY TRUCK LINE, of 
Payson. IL of Certificate No. MC 160909 
issued July 7.1982, to LJBERTY BARRY 
FEED MILLS. INC., of Liberty. IL 
authorizing the transportation of feed , 
between points in AL AZ, AR. CA, CO, 
DE, FL GA. IL IN. IA. KS. KY. LA. MD. 


MI, MN. MS. MO, MT. NE. NV. NM. NY, 
NC, ND. OH. OK. PA, SC. SD. TN, TX. 
VA. WV. and WI. Representative: Gary 
L Smith, 913 South Sixth St.. Springfield, 
IL 62703. 

MC-FC-81624. By decision of July 28, 
1983 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10928 and 
the transfer rules at 39 CFR 1181, the 
Review Board Members Williams. 
Carleton and Krock approved the 
transfer to BURTON TRUCKING 
SERVICE, INC., of Baton Rouge. LA, of 
Certificate No. MC 155819 issued 
January 6.1982. to R.C.L TRUCKUNF.. 
INC., of Lafayette. LA. authorizing the 
transportation of Mercer commodities. 
between points in TX. on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in LA and OK. 
An application for temporary authority 
has been filed. Representative: Clarence 
Burton. 6349 Kincaid Ave., Baton Rouge, 
LA 70805. 

Volume No. OP5-FC-402 

MC-FC-81173 and MC-FC-81173TA. 
By decision of June 2,1983, issued under 
49 U.S.C. 10926 and 11349 and the 
transfer rules at 49 CFR Part 1181, 
Appellate Division 1 approved the 
transfer (and temporary lease) to KING 
LEASING. INC., d.b.a. KING FAST 
FREIGHT, of Pulaski. VA. of a portion of 
Certificate No. MC-2229 (Sub-Nos. 261. 
268 and 274X), issued March 17, 1981. 
March 9,1981 and September 14, 1981. 
respectively, to Spector Red Ball, Inc., of 
Dallas, TX, authorizing transportation 
of; In Certificate No. MC-2229 (Sub-No. 
261) general commodities (except those 
of unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment); between Columbus, GA on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points 
in Russell County. AL Restriction: The 
service authorized In the route 
description next above is restricted 
against the transportation of paper and 
paper products from points in Russell 
County. AL to points in Illinois, Indiana, 
Michigan, and Ohio. Between Seaford, 
DE and points within 5 miles of Seaford 
DE on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Georgia. North Carolina. 
Virginia and South Carolina. Restriction: 
The service at Seaford. DE and points 
within 5 miles of Seaford in the route 
description next above is restricted to 
plant sites warehouses or other facilities 
of E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co. Frozen 
foods (except frozen fruits, frozen 
berries, and frozen vegetables), from 
Dushore, PA to points in North Carolina 
and Virginia. In Certificate No. MC-2229 
(Sub-No. 268) general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
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A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment). (1) between the 
Georgia-Florida State line and 
Wilmington. DE over U.S. Hwy 301; (2) 

(a) between the Florida-Ceorgia State 
line and Boston, MA. over U.S. Hwy 1, 

(b) between the Georgia-Florida State 
line, and Boston. MA, over Interstate 
Hwy 95; (3) between the Georgia-Florida 
State line, and junction U.S. Hwys 17 
and 1 (near Fredericksburg. VA) over 
U.S. Hwy 17; (4) between the Georgia- 
Alabama State line and junction U.S. 

Hwy 84 and Interstate Hwy 95, over U.S. 
Hwy 84; (5) between the Georgia- 
Alabama State line and Petersburg. VA, 
over Interstate Hwy 85; (6) between the 
Georgia- Alabama State line and 
junction Interstate Hwys 20 and 95, over 
Interstate Hwy 20; (7) between Macon 
and Thomson, GA: from Macon over 
Georgia Hwy 49 to Mill edge ville, GA, 
then over Georgia Hwy 22 to Sparta, 

GA, then over Georgia Hwy 18 to 
Warrenton, GA. then over U.S. Hwy 278 
to Thomson and return over the same 
route; (8) between Atlanta and Augusta, 
GA, over U.S. Hwy 78; (9) between 
Washington, GA, and Conway, SC, over 
U.S. Hwy 378; (10) between Myrtle 
Beach, SC, and Lynchburg, VA, over 

U S. Hwy 501; (11) between Florence, 

SC, and Wilmington, NC, ver U.S. Hwy 
76; (12) between the Georgia-Alabama 
State line and Washington, DC. over 
U.S. Hwy 29: (13) between Winston 
Salem, NC, and junction U.S. Hwy 158 
and 17, over U.S. Hwy 158; (14) between 
the junction of U.S. Hwy 58 and 
Interstate Hwy 77 and Portsmouth. VA, 
over U.S. Hwy 58; (15) between the 
Georgia-Florida State line and Roanoke, 
VA, over U.S. Hwy 221; (18) between 
Danville, VA, and Richmond. VA, over 
U.S. Hwy 360; (17) between Baltimore, 
MD, and Junction U.S. Hwy 222 and 
Pennsylvania Hwy 309: from Baltimore 
over Interstate Hwy 83 to York, PA, then 
over U.S. Hwy 30 to junction U.S. Hwy 
222 (also, from Baltimore over Interstate 
Hwy 83 to Harrisburg, PA, then over 
U.S. Hwy 422 to junction U.S. Hwy 222). 
then over U.S. Hwy 222 to junction of 
Pennsylvania Hwy 309, and return over 
the same route; (18) between 
Wilmington, DE, and Easton, PA: from 
W ilmington over U.S. Hwy 13 to 
Philadelphia, PA, then over 
Pennsylvania Hwy 309 to junction U.S. 
Hwy 22. then over U.S. Hwy 22 to 
^ston, and return over the same route; 
(19) between New Haven. CT, and 
Springfield, MA: (a) from New Haven 
over U.S. Hwy 5 to Springfield, and 
return over the same route, (b) from 
New Haven over Interstate Hwy 91 to 


Springfield, and return over the same 
route; (20) between Springfield and 
Boston, MA. over Interstate Hwy 90; (21) 
between New York, NY, and Boston. 
MA: from New York City over Interstate 
Hwy 87 to Albany. NY, then over U.S. 
Hwy 20 to Pittsfield, MA. then over 
Massachusetts Hwy 9 to Boston, and 
return over the same route; and (22) 
between Rome, GA. and junction 
Interstate Hwy 78 and Pennsylvania 
Hwy 309: from Rome over over U.S. 

Hwy 411 to junction Interstate Hwy 40. 
then over Interstate Hwy 40 to junction 
Interstate Hwy 81. then over Interstate 
Hwy 81 to junction Interstate Hwy 78, 
then over Interstate Hwy 78 to junction 
Pennsylvania Hwy 309. and return over 
the same route. Serving in conjunction 
with routes (1) through (22) above (a) the 
termini of all routes and serving as 
intermediate or off-route points, all 
points in Connecticut. Georgia. 
Massachusetts, New Jersey. North 
Carolina, Rhode Island, South Carolina. 
Virginia, the District of Columbia, 
Easton. York, Harrisburg and 
Philadelphia, PA. and points within 25 
miles of Philadelphia. Baltimore, MD. 
and New York City, NY, and (b) all 
points on said routes in West Virginia, 
Tennessee, Maryland (except 
Baltimore). Delaware, Pennsylvania 
(except Easton. York, Harrisburg, and 
Philadelphia. PA, and points in 
Pennsylvania within 25 miles of 
Philadelphia), and New York (except 
New York City), for purposes of Joinder 
only, except as otherwise authorized. In 
Certificate No. MC-2229 (Sub-No. 274X) 
general commodities, (except classes A 
and B explosives), (1) between the 
Georgia-Florida State line and 
Wilmington, DE over U.S. Highway 301; 
(2)(a) between the Florida-Ceorgia State 
line and Boston, MA. over U.S. Highway 
1. (b) between the Georgia-Florida State 
line, and Boston, MA. over Interstate 
Hwy 95; (3) between the Georgia-Florida 
State line and junction U.S. Highway 17 
and 1 (near Fredericksburg, VA). over 
U.S. Highway 17; (4) between the 
Georgia-Alabama State line and 
junction U.S. Highway 84 and Interstate 
Highway 95. over U.S. Highway 84; (5) 
between the Georgia-Alabama State line 
and Petersburg, VA. over Interstate 
Highway 85; (6) between the Georgia- 
Alabama State line and junction 
Interstate Highways 20 and 95, over 
Interstate Highway 20; (7) between 
Macon and Thomson, GA: from Macon 
over Georgia Highway 49 to 
Milledgeville. GA. then over Georgia 
Highway 22 to Sparta, GA, then over 
Georgia Highway 18 to Warrenton, GA, 
then over U.S. Highway 278 to Thomson 
and return over the same route; (8) 


between Atlanta and Augusta, GA, over 
U.S. Highway 78; (9) between 
Washington, GA, and Conway. SC, over 
U.S. Highway 378; (10) between Myrtle 
Beach SC and Lynchburg, VA, over U.S. 
Highway 501; (11) Between Florence. SC, 
and Wilmington. NC over U.S. Highway 
76, between the Georgia-Alabama State 
line and Washington, DC over U.S, 
Highway 29; (13) between Winston 
Salem, NC and junction U.S. Highways 
158 and 17. over U.S. Highway 158; (14) 
between the junction of U.S. Highway 58 
and Interstate Highway 77 and 
Portsmouth, VA, over U.S. Highway 58; 
(15) between the Georgia-Florida State 
line and Roanoke, VA. over U.S. 
Highway 221; (10) between Danville, 

VA, and Richmond, VA, over U.S. 
Highway 360; (17) between Baltimore, 
MD. and junction U.S. Highway 222 and 
Pennsylvania Highway 309: from 
Baltimore over Interstate Highway 83 to 
York, PA, then over U.S. Highway 30 to 
Junction U.S. Highway 222 (also, from 
Baltimore over Interstate Highway 83 to 
Harrisburg, PA, then over U.S. Highway 
422 to junction U.S. Highway 222), then 
over U.S. Highway 222 to junction 
Pennsylvania Highway 309. and return 
over the same route: (18) between 
Wilimington, DE and Easton, PA: from 
Wilmington over U.S. Highway 13 to 
Philadelphia, PA. then over 
Pennsylvania Highway 309 to junction 
U.S. Highway 22. then over U.S. 

Highway 22 to Easton, and return over 
the same route; (19) between New 
Haven. CT. and Springfield. MA: (a) 
from New Haven over U.S. Highway 5 to 
Springfield and return over the same 
route; 8nd (b) from New Haven over 
Interstate Highway 91 to Springfield, 
and return over the same route: (20) 
between Springfield and Boston, MA, 
over Interstate Highway 90; (21) 
between New York, NY, and Boston, 

MA: from New York City over Interstate 
Highway 87 to Albany, NY, then over 
U.S. Highway 20 to Pittsfield, MA. then 
over Massachusetts Highway 9 to 
Boston, and return over the same route; 
(22) between Rome. GA. and junction 
Interstate Highway 78 and Pennsylvania 
Highway 309: from Rome over U.S. 
Highway 411 to junction Interstate 
Highway 40, then over Interstate 
Highway 40 to junction Interstate 
Highway 81, then over Interstate 
Highway 81 to junction Interstate 
Highway 78, then over Interstate 
Highway 78 to junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 309, and return over the same 
route. Serving (a) the termini of all 
routes and serving as intermediate or 
off-route points, all points in 
Connecticut, Georgia. Massachusetts, 
New Jersey, North Carolina, Rhode 
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Island. South Carolina. Virginia, the 
District of Columbia, Easton, York. 
Harrisburg and Philadelphia, PA. and 
points within 25 miles of Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, MD. and New York City, NY. 
and (b) all intermediate points in 
Delaware, Maryland, New York. 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and West 
Virginia, in connection with routes (1) 
through (22). 

(TO Doc »W«W Filed S-12-0.0 45 

ML UNO COOt 7035-01 -M 


Motor Carrier Permanent Authority 
Decisions; Decision-Notice 

Motor Common and Contract Carriers 
of Property (except fitness-only); Motor 
Common Carriers of Passengers (public 
interest); Freight Forwarders; Water 
Carriers; Household Goods Brokers. The 
following applications for motor 
common or contact carriers of property, 
water carriage, freight forwarders, and 
household goods brokers are governed 
by Subpart A of Part 1160 of the 
Commission's General Rules of Practice. 
See 49 CFR Part 1160, Subpart A. 
published in the Federal Register on 
November 1 . 1982, at 47 FR 49583. which 
redesignated the regulations at 49 CFR 
1100.251. published in the Federal 
Register December 31,1980. For 
compliance procedures, see 49 CFR 
1160.19. Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR Part 1160, Subpart B. 

The following applications for motor 
common carriage of passengers, filed on 
or after November 19,1982, are 
governed by Subpart D of 49 CFR Part 
1160, published in the Federal Register 
on November 24,1982 at 47 FR 53271. 

For compliance procedures, see 49 CFR 
1160.88. Carriers operating pursuant to 
an intrastate certificate also must 
comply with 49 U.S.C. 10922(c)(2)(E). 
Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR Part 1160, Subpart E In addition 
to fitness grounds, these applications 
may be opposed on the grounds that the 
transportation to be authorized is not 
consistent with the public interest. 

Applicant's representative is required 
to mail a copy of an application, 
including all supporting evidence, within 
three days of a request and upon 
payment to applicant's representative of 
$ 10 . 00 . 

Amendments to the request for 
authority are not allowed. Some of the 
applications may have been modified 
prior to publication to conform to the 
Commission's policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority 


Findings 

With the exception of those 
applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g., unresolved common 
control, fitness, water carrier dual 
operations, or jurisdictional questions) 
we find, preliminarily, that each 
applicant has demonstrated that it is fit. 
willing, and able to perform the service 
proposed, and to conform to the 
requirements of Title 49, Subtitle IV, 
United States Code, and the 
Commission's regulations. 

We make an additional preliminary 
finding with respect to each of the 
following types of applications as 
indicated: common carrier of property— 
that the service proposed will serve a 
useful public purpose, responsive to a 
public demand or need; water common 
carrier—that the transportation to be 
provided under the certificate is or will 
be required by the public convenience 
and necessity; water contract carrier, 
motor contract carrier of property, 
freight forwarder, and household goods 
broker—that the transportation will be 
consistent with the public interest and 
the transportation policy of section 
10101 of chapter 101 of Title 49 of the 
United States Code. 

These presumptions shall not be 
deemed to exist where the application is 
opposed. Except where noted, this 
decision is neither a major Federal 
action significantly affecting the quality 
of the human environment nor a major 
regulatory action under the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act of 1975. 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
opposition in the form of verified 
statements filed on or before 45 days 
from date of publication, (or, if the 
application later becomes unopposed) 
appropriate authorizing documents will 
be issued to applicants with regulated 
operations (except those with duly 
noted problems) and will remain in full 
effect only as long as the applicant 
maintains appropriate compliance. The 
unopposed applications involving new 
entrants will be subject to the issuance 
of an effective notice setting forth the 
compliance requirements which must be 
satisfied before the authority will be 
issued. Once this compliance is met. the 
authority will be issued. 

Within 80 days after publication an 
applicant may file a verified statement 
in rebuttal to any statement in 
opposition. 

To the extent that any of the authority 
granted may duplicate an applicant's 
other authority, the duplication shall be 


construed as conferring only a single 
operating right. 

Agatha L Mergenovlch, 

Secretary . 

Note.—All applications are for authority to 
operate at a motor common carrier in 
interstate or foreign commerce over irregular 
routes, unless noted otherwise. Applications 
fur motor contact carrier authority are those 
where service is for a named shipper "under 
contract” Applications filed under 49 U.S.C 
19922(c)(2)(B) to operate in intrastate 
commerce over regular routes as a motor 
common carrier of passengers are duly noted 

Please direct status inquiries to Team 2. 
(202) 275-7030. 

Voiumc No. OP-2-342 

Decided August 2.1963. 

By the Commission, Review Board 
Members Krock. Parker, and Joyce. 

MC 10343 (Sub-50), filed June 22.1983 
Applicant: CHURCHILL TRUCK LINES, 
LNC.. U.S. Hwy 38 W.. P.O. Box 250. 
Chillicuthe, MO 84801. Representative: 
Frank W. Taylor, Jr.. 1221 Baltimore 
Ave., Suite 600 Midland Bldg.. Kansas 
City. MO 04105-1961, (818) 221-1464 
Transport ng general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S., under 
continuing contract(s) with Minnesota 
Mining and Manufacturing Company, of 
St. Paul. MN. and its subsidiaries. 

MC 30032 (Sub-10), Bled July 13.1963 
Applicant; GRANE TRANSPORTATION 
LINES, LTD., 1011 S. Laramie Ave.. 
Chicago, IL 60644. Representative: Hugh 
B. Moran (same address as applicant). 
(312) 379-9709. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
IL IN. 1A, KY, MI, MN, MO. NJ. NY. OH. 
PA. m and Wl. 

MC 110083 (Sub-215), filed July ia 
1983. Applicant* SMITH S TRANSFER 
CORPORATION, P.O. Box 1000. 
Staunton. VA 24401. Representative: 
Harry J. Jordon. 1090 Vermont Ave. NW, 
Washington, DC 20005, 202-783-8131 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Owens-Coming 
Fiberglas Corporation, of Toledo. OR 

MC 124333 (Sub-4 1), fil ed July 5,1983. 
Applicant: BAKER PETROLEUM 
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC.. Pyles 
Lane. New Castle. DE 19720. 
Representative: Mr. Joseph F. Fogarty 
(same address as applicant). (302) 652- 
0508. Transporting petroleum and 
petroleum products , between points in 
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N], DEL, and PA, under continuing 
contract(s) with (1) Wesley Energy 
Systems Corp.. of New Castle, DE, and 
(2) Ryder Systems Inc., of Miami. FL 
and its subsidiaries. 

MC 138123 (Sub-44), Filed July 18,1983. 
Applicant: MD TRANSPORT SYSTEMS, 
INC.. 210317th St. East. P.O. Box 1058, 
Palmetto, FL 33581. Representative: 

David M. Kuehl (same address as 
applicant), 813-722-0508. Transporting 
genoml commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with Xerox Corp., 
of Webster, NY. 

MC 140902 (Sub-27), filed July 18,1983. 
Applicant: DPD, INC., 3G00 N.W. 82 
Ave., Miami FL 33106. Representative: 
Dale A. Tibbets (same address as 
applicant), 305-593-3204. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with The Mead 
Corporation, of Dayton. OH. 

MC 141382 (Sub-12), filed July 18,1983. 
Applicant* DON’S MOVING h 
DLL!VERY SYSTEM. INC. 527 South 
Fremont Ave.. Janesville, WI 53545. 
Representative: James A. Spiegel. Olde 
Towne Office Park, 8333 Odana Rd., 
Madison, WI 53719, 608-273-1003, 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in IL on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points In WI. 

MC 148213 (Sub-21), filed July 18.1983. 
Applicant: WISCONSIN FARM LINES. 
LTD.. P.O. Box 78. Wisconsin Dells, WI 
53985. Representative: Stanley C. Olsen. 
Jr. 5200 Willson Rd.-Suite 307, Edina, 

MN 55424. 812-927-8855. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S., under continuing conlract(s) 
with WFL Ltd., of Wisconsin Dells, WI. 

MC 164172 filed July 14 1983. 

Applicant RICHWAY TRANSPORT, 
INC., 1471 E. Grand Ave., Pomona. CA 
&1766. Representative: Randal Walther 
(same address as applicant), (714) 820- 
*481 Transporting lumber and wood 
products and metal products, between 
Points in the U.S., under continuing 
contract(s) with (1) American Rolling & 
MFg Co., of Anaheim, CA, (2) Sierra 
Madre Lumber Sales. Inc., and (3) 
Woodland Products Company. Inc., both 
°f Pomona, CA. 

Volume No . OP- 2-343 

Decided August 2 . 1983 . 


By the Commission. Review Board 
Members Dowell. Parker, and Joyce. 

MC 184923 (Sub-2), filed July 15,1983. 
Applicant: HOWARD 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., Airport 
Industrial Pk., Laurel. MS 39440. 
Representative: Michael F. Morrone, 
1150-17th St, NW., Suite 1000, 
Washington, DC 20036. (202) 457-1124. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between ponts in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI). 

MC 168953, filed June 27,1983. 
Applicant: M T L TRUCK LINES, INC., 
17135 Westview Ave., Ste. A. South 
Holland. IL 60473. Representative: James 
P. Morrison (same address as applicant). 
(312) 339-2300. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between Chicago. 
IL, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in IL. IN. IA. KY. MI. MN. OH. 

PA. WV. and WI. 

MC 189252, filed July 13.1983. 
Applicant: ALLEN CANNING 
COMPANY. 305 East Main, P.O. Box 
250, Siloam Springs, AR 72761. 
Representative: Jack R. Anderson. 9 E. 
Fourth SL. Suite 305 Reunion Center. 
Tulsa, OK 74103. (918) 583-9000. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI). 

MC 169342. filed July 19.1983. 

. Applicant: PATRICK J. KELLY AND 
FRED CROSS, d.b.a. GENERIC 
TRUCKING. 9255 Highway 2 West, 
Marion, MT 59925. Representative: 
Patrick James Kelly (same address as 
applicant), 406-257-3258. Transporting 
(1) forest products and lumber and wood 
products . between points in MT. CA. ID, 
OR, WA. CO. and WY, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in ND. SD. MN. 
NE, IA. KY. WI. KS. IL. IN. TN. WV, VA. 
OH. ML MO, CO. OK. UT, PA, and AR. 
and (2) building materials . between 
points in MN. on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in MT. WA. ID, CA. 

OR. WY. CO. UT, ND. SD. NE. IA. KY, 
WI. KS, IL IN, TN. WV. VA. OH. MI. 
MO. OK, AR, PA, and AK. 

Volume No. OP2-344 
Decided August 3.1983. 

By the Commission. Review Board 
Members Parker, Carleton. and Krock. 

MC 15843 (Sub-19), filed July 15,1983. 
Applicant: FOUR WINDS VAN LINES, 
INC., 4275 Campus Point Court. San 
Diego. CA 92121. Representative: Robert 
J. Gallagher. 1435 G St. NW., Suite 848, 
Washington, DC 20005, 202-628-1842. 


Transporting household goods, between 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI), 
under continuing contract(s) with Four 
Winds International, Inc., of San Diego. 
CA. 

MC 107012 (Sub-846), filed July 14. 
1983. Applicant: NORTH AMERICAN 
VAN LINES, INC., 5001 U.S. Hwy. 30 
West, P.O. Box 988, Fort Wayne. IN 
48801. Representative: Margaret S. 
Vegeler (same address as applicant), 
219-429-2213. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, and commodities in bulk), 
between points in the U.S.. under 
continuing contract(s) with Finnigan 
Corp., of San Jose, CA. 

MC 113713 (Sub-342) filed July 11. 

1983. Applicant: YELLOW FREIGHT 
SYSTEM, INC. P.O. Box 7270. Overland 
Park, KS 88207. Representative: William 
F. Martin. Jr. (same address as 
applicant), 913-383-3000. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S., under continuing contract(s) 
with Siemens-Allis, Inc., of Atlanta, CA. 

MC 144153 (Sub-4) filed July 15,1983. 
Applicant: OSCAR G. BJUDSTAD and 
AUGST D. BJUDSTAD, d.b.a. 
BJUDSTAD TRUCKING COMPANY. 524 
Hwy 51 East. Stoughton. WI 53589. 
Representative: Charles Dye, Swan Lake 
Village, Saddle Ridge #832, Portage. WI 
53901, 608-742-3579. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives and household goods), 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

MC 150723 (Sub-1) filed July 18,1983. 
Applicant: M1ARER 

TRANSPORTATION. INC., 3229 County 
Rd. 59, Helena. OH 43435. 
Representative: James Duvall. 3515 W. 
Granville Rd.. Worthington, OH 43085, 
614-889-2531. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives and household goods), 
between points in IL IN. KY. MD. MI. 

NJ. NY, OH. PA. WV. on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI). 

MC 152353 (Sub-9) filed July 8,1983. 
Applicant: WILLIAM TIMBLIN 
TRANSIT. INC., Route 1, Box 188, Eden, 
WI 53019. Representative: James Robert 
Evans, 145 W. Wisconsin Ave., Neenah, 
WI 54950, 414-722-2848. Transporting (1) 
metal products (a) between points in the 
U.S. on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in Outagamie and Winnebago 
Counties. WI, (b) between points in IL 
IN, MI, OH. and WI, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in LA, IL IN. 

KY, ML OH, TN. and WI (c) between 
points in the U.S., on the one hand, and. 
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on the other, those points in the U.S. in 
and east of ND, SD. NE, CO, OK and TX, 
and (d] between points in Wl. on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in IL 
IN, MI. and MN, (2) building materials, 
between points in the U.S., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in IL IA, 
KS, MO. MN. NE, ND. and SD. and (3) 
rubber and plastic products, between 
points in WI, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in IL, IN. MI and MN. 

MC 154042 (Sub-1) filed July 27.1983. 
Applicant: JAMES T. GARRETT. 10187 
Beech St., Fontana. CA 92335. 
Representative: Richard C. Celio, 300 S. 
Harbor Blvd., Suite 914, Anaheim, CA 
92805, 714-535-8378. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), between points In 
the U.S. (except AK and HI) 

MC 154233 (Sub-2), filed July 5.1983. 
Applicant: LEWIS KNOPPEL, JR., R D. 
#2, New Florence, PA 15944. 
Representative: Sally A. Davoren, 1500 
Bank Tower, 307 Fourth Ave., 

Pittsburgh, PA 15222, 412^171-3300. 
Transporting generaI commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, and 
household goods), between points in the 
U.S., under continuing contract(a) with 
Advanced Mining Systems, of Mingo 
Junction. OH. 

MC 100572 (Sub-1), filed July 18,1983. 
Applicant: APEX SERVICES. INC., 0501 
St. Clair Ave.. E. St. Louis. IL 02203. 
Representative: Gary W. Sparks (Same 
address as applicant) 314-231-5151. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, and 
household goods), between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI). 

Volume No . OP2-345 

Decided August 3,1983. 

By the Commission, Review Board 
Member* Dowell. Carleton. and Parker. 

MC 161453, filed July 1.1983. 
Applicant: PONDEROSA TRUCK 
SERVICE. INC., P.O. Box 006, Douglass. 
KS 87039. Representative: Charles J. 
Kimball, 1600 Sherman SL. *665. 

Denver, CO 80203. 318-262-8553. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI). 

MC 168113, filed July 25.1983. 
Applicant: C.M.W. TRANSPORT CO.. 
INC.. 951 West North St.. Kendallviiler 
IN 46755. Representative: Andrew K. 
Light. 1301 Merchants PI. East Tower. 
Indianapolis. IN 46204, 317-638-1301. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, and 
household goods], between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI). 


MC 169043. filed July 5,1983. 
Applicant: BAB SYSTEMS. INC., 740 
Commonwealth Dr., Thorn Hill 
Industrial Park, Warrendale. PA 15086. 
Representative: Mark T. Vuono. 2310 
Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh. PA 15219, (412) 
471-1800. (1) As a broker of general 
commodities (except household goods), 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI), and (2) As a broker of 
household goods, between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI). 

Note.—Part (1) of this application will be 
published under the “Fitness-only” preface, 
and Port (2) will be published under the 
“regular” preface. 

MC 169352, filed July la 1983. 
Applicant: BERN IE LEE BENNETT. JR. 
AND ECKLEY CEURIN BENNETT d.b.a. 
SHADY COVE LIMITED, P.O. Box 505. 
Shady Cove, OR 97539. Representative: 
Bemie Lee Bennett. Jr. (same address as 
applicant). 503-878-3232. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives and household goods), 
between points in the U.S„ under 
continuing contract(s) with R & R Truck 
Brokers, Inc., of Medford. OR. 

MC 169382, filed July 22,1983./ 
Applicant: AMERICAN TRUCK LINES. 
INC. P.O. Box 904, Bellmawr. NJ 08031. 
Representative: Howard G. Baroudi 
(same address as applicant), 009-235- 
5286. Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S., under 
continuing contract(s) with (a) Cross. 
Inc., of Bridgeton, NJ, (b) Duresco 
Chemicals, Inc., of New Castle, DE, and 
(c) Hoover Universal Inc., of 
Nicholnavllle, KY. 

MC 169383. filed July 21.1963. 
Applicant: WILLIAM E. WOLFE, RD. 
#2. Sugarloaf, PA 18243. Representative: 
Raymond Talipski, 121 S. Main St. 
Taylor, PA 18517, (717) 344-8030. 
Transporting metal products and 
concrete products , between those points 
in the U.S. on and east of a line 
beginning at the mouth of the 
Mississippi River, and extending along 
the Mississippi River to its junction with 
the western boundary of Itasca County, 
MN. then northward along the western 
boundaries of Itasca and Koochiching 
Counties. MN, to the International 
Boundary line between the U.S. and 
Canada. 

MC 169423, filed July 25.1983. 
Applicant: LAMAR S. DAVIS, d.b.a. 
TRANSPORT CARTAGE COMPANY. 
P.O. Box 26366, Salt Lake City. UT 
84126. Representative: Rick J. Hall. P.O. 
Box 2465, Salt Lake City. UT 84110, 801- 
531-1777. Transporting general 
commodities (except household goods, 
classes A and B explosives and 


commodities in bulk), between points in 
UT. 

MC 169442, filed July 28.1983. 
Applicant: WESLEY ORROCK. d.b.a. 
ORROCK & SONS. TRUCKING. R.R. 3, 
Box 31, Zimmerman. MN 55398. 
Representative: Samuel Rubenstein. P 0. 
Box 5. Minneapolis MN 55440, 812-542- 
1121. Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI), under continuing contracts 
with Mobil Oil Corporation, of Dallas, 
TX. 

Please direct status Inquiries about the 
following to Team Three (3) at (202) 275- 
5223 

Volume No . OP3-356 

Decided: August 1.1983. 

By the Commission. Review Board 
Members Carleton, Parker, and Williams. 

FF-524 (Sub-1), filed July 5.1983. 
Applicant: U S. FREIGHT FORWARDER 
CO.. INC. P.O. Box 161031,4th Floor- 
Old Tower Building. Memphis 
International Airport Memphis, TN 
38116. Representative: Ralph D. Golden. 
Suite 2346—100 N. Main Bldg., Memphis. 
TN 38103. (901) 528-1122. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. 

MC 133655 (Sub-237), filed July 18, 
1983. Applicant: TRANS-NATIONAL 
TRUCK. LNC., P.O. Box 809072, Dallas. 
TX 75380-9072. Representative: Thomas 
E. Vandenberg, P.O. Box 2298, Green 
Bay, WI 54306, (414) 498-7889. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Montgomery Ward A 
Co., of Chicago. IL and its subsidiaries. 

MC 135015 (Sub-8). Bled July 1& 1983. 
Applicant: SOUTHERN TRANSIT CO.. 
INC, P.O. Box 3588, Fort Smith. AR 
72913. Representative: Don A. Smith. 
P.O. Box 43. Fort Smith. AR 72902. (501) 
782-1001. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
Little River County, AR. and Oklahoma 
City, OK, on the one hand. and. on the 
other, points in the U.S. (except AK and 
HI). 

MC 138144 (Sub-88), filed July 18. 1983 - 
Applicant: FRED OLSON CO. INC.. 

6022 W f est State St., Milwaukee, W r I 
53213. Representative: Thomas M. 
O'Brien. 180 No. Michigan Ave.. *1700. 
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Chicago, IL 60601, (312) 283-1600. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with Olson 
Distribution Systems. Inc. of Milwaukee, 
WI. 

MC141084 (Sub-24), Hied July 18,1983. 
Applicant: NATIONAL FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1031. San 
Fernando, CA 91341. Representative: Bill 
D. Gardner (same address as applicant), 
(213) 381-8847. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI). 

MC 148005 (Sub-3), filed July 19,1983. 
Applicant: SAN’S TRUCKING. 
COMPANY, INC. P.O. Box 810, Chico. 
CA 95927. Representative: James R. 

Evans. 145 W Wisconsin Ave., Neenah. 
WI54956. (414) 722-2848. Transporting 
furniture and fixtures , between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with S. Bent & 
Bros., Inc. of Gardner. MA. 

MC 153114 (Sub-5), filed July 11.1983. 
Applicant: OLYMPIC EXPRESS, INC., 
S650 Newton Avenue South, 

Bloomington, MN 55420. Representative: 
Stephen Croteau (same address as 
applicant). (612) 884-6444. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, commodities in bulk, 
and household goods), between points 
in Hennepin. Ramsey, Anoka, 
Washington, Scott, Carver and Dakota 
Counties, MN, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

MC 169125, July 8,1983. Applicant: 
ERNEST H. SPITZER db.a. 

BARRIGADA TRUCKING, 1312 Colette 
Way, Woodland, CA 95605. 
Representative: Ernest Spitzer (same 
address as applicant), (916) 662-0560. 
Transporting general commodities 
[except classes A and B explosives and 
household goods), between points in the 
1 S (except HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Siskiyou West. Inc., of 
i r<?c *a, CA and R & R Truck Brokers, 

Inc., of Central Point, OR. 

MC 169284. filed July 18,1983. 
Applicant: DANUBE CARPET MILLS. 
INC, 212 First St„ Box 2298, Fort 
J&iethoipe, GA 30742. Representative: 

M C. Ellis, Chattanooga Freight Bureau. 
Bic., loot Market SL, Chattanooga. TN 
a 402. (015) 756-3620. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
^ a B explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
w U S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with United 
height Dispatch, Inc., of Elkhart. IN. 


MC 169304, filed July 15,1983. 
Applicant: DAVID W. MYERS d.b.a. D ft 
A TRANSPORTATION. 010 So. Center 
St., Shelbtna. MO 63468. Representative: 
David W. Myers, (same address as 
applicant), (314) 588-4644. Transporting 
metal products, between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with Cerro 
Copper Products Company of Shelbina, 
MO. 

MC 169305, filed July 15.1983. 
Applicant: BONANZA TRANSPORT. 
INC., 4440 Buckingham Ave., Omaha, NE 
68107. Representative: Arlyn L 
Westergren, 9202 W Dodge Rd., Suite 
201, Omaha. NE 68114, (402) 397-7033. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Navajo Shippers, Inc. of 
Denver CO. 

Volume No. OP3-356A 

Decided: August 1.1983. 

By the Commission. Review Board 
Members Carleton. Parker, and Wiilians. 

MC 169174 (a), filed July 12,1983. 
Applicant: COLORADO MOUNTAIN 
EXPRESS, INC., 9825 East Girard, #233, 
Denver, CO 89231. Representative: 
William J. Uppman. P.O. Box 6060, 
Snowmass Village, CO 81615, (303) 923- 

4564. Over regular routes, transporting 
passengers, between Denver, CO and 
Grand Junction. CO. (a) over Interstate 
Hwy 70 and (b) over U.S. Hwy 6, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points. 

Nola.—Applicant seeks to provide regular- 
route service only in interstate or foreign 
commerce. Applicant seeks additional 
authority in MC-169174 and MC-169174 (b) 
published in the same Federal Register issue. 

MC 169174 (b). filed July 15,1983. 
Applicant: COLORADO MOUNTAIN 
EXPRESS. INC., 9825 East Girard, #233, 
Denver. CO 80231. Representative: 
William J. Lippman, P.O. Box 6060, 
Snowmass Village, CO 81615, (303) 923- 

4565. Over regular routes, transporting 
passengers. between Denver, CO and 
Grand Junction. CO. (a) over Interstate 
Hwy 70 and (b) over U.S. Hwy 6, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points. Condition: Issuance 
of a certificate in this proceeding is 
conditioned upon the grant and issuance 
of a certificate pending No. MC- 
169174(a). Failure to be granted and 
issued authority in the indicated 
proceeding shall render any grant of 
pertinent intrastate authority in this 
proceeding null and void. 


Note.— Applicant seeks to provide regular- 
route service in intrastate commerce under 49 
U.S.C 10922(c)(2)(B). 

Note.—Applicant seeks additional 
authority in MC-169174 and MC-169174(a) 
published in the same Federal Register issue. 

Volume No. OP3-367 

Decided: August 2.1983 

By the Commission. Review Board 
Members Carleton, Joyce, and Krock. 

MC 101075 (Sub-126), filed July 21, 
1983. Applicant: TRANSPORT. INC., 

P.O. Box 396. Moorhead, MN 56560. 
Representative: Robert S. Lee, 1600 TCF 
Tower, 121 South 8th Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55402, (012) 333-1341. 
Transporting commodities in bulk. 
between points in UT and OK. on the 
one hand, and. on the other, points in 
CO. IL, LA, KS, the Upper Peninsula of 
MI, MN. MO. MT. NE. ND. SD. WI and 
WY. 

MC 133655 (Sub-238), filed July 22, 
1983. Applicant: TRANS-NATIONAL 
TRUCK, INC., P.O. Box 809072, Dallas, 
TX 75380-9072. Representative: Thomas 
E. Vandenberg, P.O. Box 2545, Green 
Bay, Wl 54306, (414) 498-7689. 
Transporting such commodities as are 
dealt in, or used by department and 
home improvement stores, between 
points in the U.S, (except AK and HI), 
under continuing contract(s) with 
manufacturers and distributors of the 
described commodities. 

MC 158414 (Sub-2) filed July 22,1983. 
Applicant: HUB TRUCKING INC., P.O. 
Box 190, Wedowee, AL 38278. 
Representative: Harold Rice, P.O. Box 
31022. Birmingham, AL 35222, (205) 428- 
8629. Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S., under 
continuing contract(s) with Bandco 
Transportation Service. Inc., of 
Birmingham, AL. 

MC 169394, filed July 21.1983. 
Applicant: LOADMASTER TRUCKING 
CORP.. P.O. Box 7660, Bloomsbury, NJ 
08804. Representative: Eugene M. 

Malkin. P.O. Box 489, 475 South Main 
Street, New York. NY 10956, (212) 460- 
0220. Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk), between points in CT, NJ. NY. and 
PA, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the U.S. in and east of NM, IA. 
MO, AR. and LA. 

MC 169415, filed July 25.1983. 
Applicant: EUGENIO MARTINEZ, d.b.a. 
NAPOLEON TRUCKING CO.. 25 County 
Ave.. Secaucus, NJ 07094. 
Representative: Harold L Reckson, 33- 
28 Halsey Rd., Fair Lawn. NJ 07410, (201) 


I 
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791-2270, Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), between 
Philadelphia. PA, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in CT, MA. Rl. NY. 
NJ. DE. MD. VA, OH, PA and DC. 

MC 169424, filed July 25,1983. 
Applicant: AUTOMOTION CAR 
CARRIER SERVICE. INC., 194 Tyler St. 
Port Newark. Newark, NJ 07102. 
Representative: Alexander F. Keating. 
Jr.. 153 Broad St. Flemington, NJ 08822. 
(201) 782-8500. Transporting 
transportation equipment, between 
points In NJ, NY. CT. MA, NH. RI. PA. 
DE. VA. MD and DC 
MC 169454. filed July 25. 

1983.Applicant: LUCAS TRUCKING 
AND LEASING. INC.. Rt. 5. Box 287, 
Camden, AR 71701. Representative: 
Ralph Goza. Rt. 2, Box 85 A. Stephens. 
AR 71764. (501) 838-9585. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI). 

MC 169475, filed July 2a 1983. 
Applicant: DELTA TRUCKLNC CO„ P.O. 
Box 1460, Henderson. KY 42420. 
Representative: Maxwell A. Howell, 

2554 Massachusetts Ave., NW., 
Washington. DC 20008. (202) 483-8633. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives and 
household goods), between points in the 
U.S., under continuing contract(s) with 
Delta Trucking. Inc., of Henderson. KY. 

Please direct status inquiries about tbe 
following to Team Four at (202) 275- 
7869. 

Volume No. OP4-524 

Decided August 8 1983. 

By the Commission. Review Board. 
Members: Knock. Williams, and Joyce. 

MC 61818 (Sub-71), filed July 28,1983. 
Applicant: MIDW EST BUSLINES. INC.. 
1500 Jackson St.. Dallas, TX 
75201.Representative: Rebecca Patton 
(same address as applicant), Dallas, TX 
75201, (214) 855-7796. Over regular 
routes, transporting passengers, (1) 
between Springfield, MO and Conway, 
AR, over U.S. Hwy 65, (2) between 
Texarkana, TX and Linden, TX, over 
U.S. Hwy 59. and (3) between Marshall, 
TX and Henderson, TX, over U.S. Hwys 
80 and 259, serving all intermediate 
points In routes (1) through (3)'above. 

Not®.—Applicant seeks to provide regular- 
route service in interstate or foreign 
commerce and in intrastate commerce under 
49 U S C. 10922(c)(2)(B) over the same route. 

MC 129328 (Sub-42), filed July 2a 1983. 
Applicant: CHEMICAL TANK LINES, 
INC. P.O. Box 437, Mulberry. FL 33860. 


Representative: Charles A. Webb, 606 
London House, 1001 Wilson Blvd., 
Arlington. VA 22209. (703) 528-2268. 
Transporting chemicals and related 
products and commodities in bulk. 
Between points in the U.S.. under 
continuing contract(s) with persons who 
are engaged in the business as 
manufacturers and distributors of 
chemicals and related products, and 
commodities in bulk. 

MC 143838 (Sub-18), filed July 2a 1983. 
Applicant: RON SMITH TRUCKING, 
INC.. R. R. #1. Box 59, Areola. IL 61910. 
Representative: Douglas G. Brown. 913 
S. Sixth St.. Springfield. IL 62703. (217) 
753-3925. Transporting commodities in 
bulk, mortar, cement, and metal 
products. between points in IN, IL, MO. 
OH, and IA. 

MC 143788 (Sub-8), filed July 28.1983. 
Applicant: HAL MAST TRUCKING CO.. 
INC.. Route 1, Box 259, Sugar Grove. NC 
28879. Representative: William P. 
Farthing. Jr.. 1100 Cameron-Brown Bldg., 
Charlotte. NC 28204, (704) 372-6730. 
Transporting food and related products, 
between points In the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

MC 162728 (Sub-4), filed July 28,1983. 
Applicant: CENTRAL VALLEY 
TRANSPORTATION. INC.. P.O. Box 
125, Howard. PA 16841. Representative: 
Raymond A. Richards 35 Curtice Park, 
Webster. NY 14580, (716) 265-95IQ. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives and 
household goods), between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI). 

MC 159157 (Sub-1), filed July 27,1983. 
Applicant CASSARLNO TRUCKING. 
INC., 330 Sullivan Ave., South Windsor. 
CT 06074. Representative: Walter L 
Weart, 7550 Waukegan Rd„ Niles IL 
60648, (312) 520-0507. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S, (except AK and HI). 

MC 159916 (Sub-2), filed July 28.1983. 
Applicant: ROMAR, INC.. P.O. Box 1843, 
Idaho Falls, ID 83401. Representative: 
Timothy R. Stivers, P.O. Box 1578, Boise. 
ID 83701. (208) 343-3071. (A) 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives and 
household goods), between those points 
in the U.S. in and west of ML IN, IL, MO, 
AR. and LA (except AK and HI). (B) 
transporting, for or on behalf of the 
United States Government, general 
commodities (except used household 
goods, hazardous or secret materials, 
and sensitive weapons and munitions), 
between points in the U.S., and (C) as a 
broker of general commodities (except 
household goods), between points in the 
U.S. 


Note.—Because this application includes 
issues subject to a finding of public interest 
as well as fitness only, it will be published in 
two volumes of this Federal Register issue. 
Port A will be published in VOL *524 Parts 
(B) and (C) will be published in VOL #525. 

MC 160677 (Sub-1), filed July 29.1983. 
Applicant: DELAWARE CONTAINER 
CO., INC., West 11th Ave. and Valley 
Rd. Coatesville, PA 19320. 
Representative: James W. Patterson, 
1800 Penn Mutual Tower, Philadelphia. 
PA 19106, (215) 925-8300. Transporting 
genera! commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives and household goods), 
between those points in the U.S. in and 
east of MN, IA. MO, AR. and LA. 

MC 186757, filed July 28.1983. 
Applicant: MINORITY TRUCKING, 
INC., 1418 N. 29th St M Terre Haute, IN 
47807. Representative: Patricia A, 
Thomas (same address as applicant), 
(812) 234-3836. Transporting paper and 
paper products, and printed matter. 
between Terre Haute. IN and Los 
Angeles, CA, on the one hand, and. on 
the other, points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI), under continuing contrsct(s) 
with Ivy Hill Corporation, of New York. 
NY. 

MC 169557. filed July 27,1983. 
Applicant: CURTIS B. JOHNSTON, 2178 
Horseshoe Lake Rd.. St. Paul, OR 97137. 
Representative: Curtis B. Johnston (same 
address as applicant). (503) 833-4758. 
Transporting food and related products. 
between those points in CA in and north 
of San Mateo. Santa Clara, Merced. 
Madera. Fresno, and Inyo Counties. CA. 
and points in OR and WA. 

For the following, please direct status 
calls to Team 5 at 202-475-7288. 

Volume No. OPS-403 

Decided: August 4. 1963. 

By the Commission. Be view Board 
Members Carle ton. Dowell and Williams 

W-431 (Sub-14), filed June 24,1983. 
Initially published in the F.R. on July 10 
1983. Applicant: SCNO BARGE LINES, 
INC., 12880 Olive Blvd., St. Louis, MO 
83141. Representative: Richard H. 
Streeter, 1729 H St.. NW.. Washington. 
D.C. 20008. (202) 337-6500. Transporting 
genera!commodities, by water, as a 
contract carrier, by non-self propelled 
vessels with the use of separate towing 
vessels, in the transportation of 
commodities generally; by towing 
vessels in the performance of general 
towage; and in the furnishing of non-self 
propelled vessels or towing vessels for 
compensation under charter, lease, or 
other agreement: between ports and 
points along the Allegheny. 
Monongahela. Ohio, Green, 
Cumberland, Tennessee. Mississippi. St. 
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Croix. Minnesota, Missouri, Kaskashia, 
Chattahoochee, Apalachicola, Black 
Wamor. Tombigbee, Mobile, Pearl, 

West Pearl, Neches, and Trinity Rivers; 
Illinois, Arkansas-Verdigris and Gulf 
Imracoastal Waterways; the Port Allen 
Route; and all tributaries and ship 
channels to the aforenamed rivers, 
waterways and route. 

Not#.—This application is republished in 
order to eliminate named contracting 

ihjpperi. 

Volume No. OP5-404 

Decided: August 3.1083. 

By the Commission. Review Board 
t&embert Joyce, Carieton and Parker. 

MC 154758 (Sub-3), filed July 14,1983. 
Applicant: MILLER’S TRUCKING 
SERVICE, INC., RJD. #4. Box 467, 
Williamsport, PA 17701. Representative: 
Raymond Talipski, 121 S. Main S U 
Taylor, PA 18517 (717) 344-8030. 

Tran sporting cool and coal products 
between points in Northumberland, 
Schuylkil Lycoming, Centre, Clearfield, 
(efferson. Cameron. Armstrong, and 
Indiana Counties, PA. on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in NY. 

MC 156499 (Sub-2), filed July 22,1983. 
Applicant: CIRCLE C TRUCKING, INC., 
P 0 Box 805. Grand Island. NE 68802. 
Representative: Robert D. Eklund, 175 
VV. Apple Ave., Muskegon. MI 49443. 

(616) 722-1621. Transporting (1) pulp, 
paper and related products, (2) plastic 
products , ( 3 ) furniture and fixtures , and 
(4) sa fety deposit vaults , between points 
in the U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with Security 
Steeicraft Corp., of Muskegon Heights, 
Ml. and James River Corporation of 
Virginia, of Richmond. VA. and its 
Bubsidiaries. 

MC 163688 (Sub-1). filed July 25.1983. 
Applicant: FREIGHT SAVERS. INC., 

6119 Deramus, Kansas City, MO 64120. 
Repre>cntative: John T. Pruitt. 9832 
Connell, Overland Parit. KS 66212. (913) 
668-3306. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
toe U.S fexcept AKand HI). 

MC 164648 (Sub-1), filed July 18,1983. 
Applicant: HUQ'S EXPRESS. INC, P.O. 
oox 714, Webster. MA 01570. 
Representative: Michael R. Werner, 241 
Ledar Lane, Teaneck, N| 07066 (201) 
63&-1H4. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 

m bulk), between points in 
toe U.S. (except AK and HI). 

MC 169228, filed July 22,1983. 
Applicant: R. E, KELLY. 8947 NE 4th 
Ave.. Portland, OR 97211. 
e presentative: Lawrence V. Smart. Jr., 


419 NW 23rd Ave., Portland. OR 97210. 
(503) 226-3755. Transporting machinery 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI), under continuing contract(s) 
with the Monsanto Corporation of St. 
Louis, MO. 

MC 169359. filed July 20.1983. 
Applicant: MALCOM COOMBES, d.Ua., 
M & G PIPE & TRUCKING. Route 1. 
Elida, NM 88116. Representative: Mickey 
D. Barnett, P.O. Box 25664. Albuquerque, 
NM 87125, 505-243-3549, Transporting 
Mercer commodities, between points in 
NM, TX and OK. 

Volume No. OP5-40S 
Decided: August 3,1983. 

By the Commission Review Board 
Members Carieton, Parker and Joyce. 

MC (Sub-101), filed July 25,1983. 
Applicant: ATLAS VAN LINES. INC, 
1212 St. Ceorge Rd^ P.O. Box 509, 
Evansville, IN 47703. Representative: 
Michael L. Harvey (same address as 
applicant), 812-424-2222. Transporting 
household goods, between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing conract(s) with Lowe’s 
Companies, Inc., of North Wilkesboro, 
NC. 

MC 118159 (Sub-386), filed July 27. 
1983. Applicant: DISTRIBUTION 
SERVICE SYSTEMS. INC., 2961 
Interstate St., Unit 2. Charlotte, NC 
28208. Representative: Thomas E. 
Vandenberg. P.O. Box 2545, Green Bay. 
WI 54306. (414) 498-7689. Transporting 
such commodities as are dealt in. or 
used by. manufacturers and distributors 
of food and related products, between 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI), 
under continuing contract(s) with 
manufacturers and distributors of the 
described commodities. 

MC 154458 (Sub-2), filed July 27.1983. 
Applicant: QUALITY DELIVERY, INC. 
1501 N. Topping, Kansas City, MO 
64120. Representative: Alex M. 

Lewandowski. 1221 Baltimore, Suite 600, 
Kansas City. MO 64105, (816) 221-1464. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except Classes A and B explosives, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. (except Ak and HI). 

MC 161309 (Sub-3), filed July 27.1963. 
Applicant: GREGORY V. ETCHISON. 
d.b.a. VAIL NORTHWEST. P.O. Box 
645, Springfield. OR 97477. 
Representative: Gregory V. Etchison, 
85615 Edenvale Rd* Pleasant HilL OR 
97455, (503) 747-1753. Transporting 
building materials, between points in 
the U.S.. under continuing contract(s) 
with Louisiana Pacific Corporation, of 
Portland. OR. 

Volume No, OP5-406 
Decided: August 3.1983. 


By the Commission. Review Board 
Members. Williams, Carieton and Parker. 

MC 141310 (Sub-28), filed July 22,1963. 
Applicant; WEATHER SHIELD 
TRANSPORTATION. LTD.. P.O. Box 
Ltd., Medford, WI 54451. Representative: 
Robert S. Lee. 121 South 8th St. 1600 
TCF Tower. Minneapolis, MN 55402, 
612-333-1341. Transporting (1) general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. under continuing contract(s) 
with the Signode Corporation of 
Glenview, IL; and (2) day, concrete, 
glass and stone products, between 
points in the U.S. under continuing 
contract(s) with Absorbent Clay 
Products Co. of Anna, IL. 

MC 150738 (Sub-3), filed July 25.1983. 
Applicant: HORNOI TRANSPORT. INC., 
511 Pleasant, P.O. Box 934, Miles City, 
MT 59301. Representative: Thomas J. 

Van Osdel. 15 Broadway-Suite 502, 
Fargo. ND 58102, 701-235-4487. 
Transporting commodities in bulk, 
between points in ID. MN, MT, ND, OR, 
SD. WA and WY. under continuing 
contract(s) with persons who are 
engaged in the business as producers, 
manufacturers, distributors dealers, 
dealers or users of commodities in bulk. 

MC 169419, filed July 25.1983. 
Applicant: TRANSPORT UP.U> INC., 
1201 Chemin Industricl. Bemieres, 
Quebec, Canada G05 ICO. 
Representative: Prank J. Weiner, 15 
Court Square. Boston, MA 02108, (617) 
742-3530. Transporting pulp, paper, and 
related products, between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HIV under 
continuing contract(s) with Les Papiers 
Rend Ltee., of Quebec, Canada. 

MC 169428. filed July 20.1983. 
Applicant: TRIGLLA 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. 

Box 187, Route No. 13A. Delmar, DE 
19940. Representative: Raymond A. 
Thistle, Jr.. Five Cottman Ct.. 426 
CotUnan St., Jenkintown. PA 19046,(215) 
576-0131. Transporting generaI 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
DE, MD. NJ. NY. PA. VA, and DC 

MC 160439, filed July 25.1963. 
Applicant: OCEAN CONTAINER 
SERVICE, INC, 401 First St.. SW., New 
Brighton, MN 55112. Representative: 
Robert U Cope. Suite 501,1730 M St., 
NW.. Washington. DC 20036, (202) 296- 
2900. Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Commerce Express, Inc. 
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and Transportation Systems 
International. Inc. both of New 
Brighton. MN, and Minnesota 
Intermodal Shippers Association. Inc., of 
Minneapolis. KIN. 

MC 169459. filed July 26.1983. 
Applicant: JACKSON C. ELLIOTT. SR.. 
Route 1. Box 242, Hiddenite. NC 28636. 
Representative: Jackson C. Elliott, Sr. 
(same address as applicant), 704-632- 
6240. Transporting transportation 
equipment, between points in Guilford 
County. NC, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, those points in the U.S. on and 
cast of a line beginning at the mouth of 
the Mississippi River and extending 
along the Mississippi River to its 
junction with eastern boundary of Itasca 
County. MN. then northward along the 
eastern boundaries of Itasca and 
Koochiching Counties. MN. to the 
international boundary line between the 
U.S. and Canada. 

MC 168509. filed July 27.1983. 
Applicant: GARY MOTOR EXPRESS, 
INC., 1027 Washington St., Decatur. IN 
46733. Representative: Constance J. 
Goodwin, 800 Circle Tower Bldg.. 
Indianapolis, IN 46204, (317) 634-8313. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI). 

(FR Doc. 94 HUd *02-43. M3 «m) 

MJJNO COO€ 7W5-0I-4I 


Motor Carrier Permanent Authority 
Decisions; Decision-Notice 

Motor Common and Contract Carriers 
of Property* (fitness-only ); Motor 
Common Carriers of Passengers 
(fitness-only); Motor Contract Carriers 
of Passengers; Property Brokers (other 
than household goods). The following 
applications for motor common or 
contract carriage of property and for a 
broker of property (other than household 
goods) are governed by Subpart A of 
Part 1160 of the Commission's General 
Rules of Practice. See 49 CFR Part 1160, 
Subpart A. published in the Federal 
Register on November 1,1982, at 47 FR 
49583. which redesignated the 
regulations at 49 CFR 1100.251, 
published in the Federal Register on 
December 31,1980. For compliance 
procedures, see 49 CFR 1160.19. Persons 
wishing to oppose an application must 
follow the rules under 49 CFR Part 1160. 
Subpart B. 

The following applications for motor 
common or contract carriage of 
passengers Bled on or after November 
19,1982, are governed by Subpart D of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice. See 
49 CFR Part 1160, Subpart D, published 


in the Federal Register on November 24, 
1982. at 49 FR 53271. For compliance 
procedures, see 49 CFR 1160.88. Persons 
wishing to oppose an application must 
follow the rules under 49 CFR Part 1180, 
Subpart E. 

These applications may be protested 
only on the grounds that applicant is not 
fit, willing, and able to provide the 
transportation service or to comply with 
the appropriate statutes and 
Commission regulations. 

Applicant's representative is required 
to mail a copy of an application, 
including all supporting evidence, within 
three days of a request and upon 
payment to applicant's representative of 
$ 10 . 00 . 

Amendments to the request for 
authority are not allowed. Some of the 
applications may have been modified 
prior to publication to conform to the 
Commission's policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority. 

Findings 

With the exception of those 
applications involving duly noted 
problems (e g., unresolved common 
control, fitness, or jurisdictional 
questions) we find. preliminarily, that 
each applicant has demonstrated that it 
is fit. willing, and able to perform the 
service proposed, and to conform to the 
requirements of Title 49. Subtitle IV. 
United States Code, and the 
Commission's regulations. This 
presumption shall not be deemed to 
exist where the application is opposed. 
Except where noted, this decision is 
neither a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment nor a major 
regulatory action under the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act of 1975. 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
opposition in the form of verified 
statements filed on or before 45 days 
from date of publication, (or. if the 
application later becomes unopposed) 
appropriate authorizing documents will 
be issued to applicants with regulated 
operations (except those with duly 
noted problems) and will remain in full 
effect only as long as the applicant 
maintains appropriate compliance. The 
unopposed applications involving new 
entrants will be subject to the issuance 
of an effective notice setting forth the 
compliance requirements which must be 
satisfied before the authority will be 
issued. Once this compliance is met. the 
authority will be issued. 

Within 60 days after publication an 
applicant may file a verified statement 
in rebuttal to any statement in 
opposition. 

To the extent that any of the authority 
granted may duplicate an applicant's 


other authority, the duplication shall be 
construed as conferring only a single 
operating right 

Agatha L Mergeaovkh. 

Secretary. 

Note.—All applications are for authority to 
operate as a motor common carrier in 
Interstate or foreign commerce, over Irregular 
routes unless noted otherwise. Applications 
for motor contract carrier authority are those 
where service is for a named shipper "under 
contract.” 

Please direct status inquiries to Team 2, 
(202) 275-7030. 

Volume No. OP2-346 

Decided: August 2,1983. 

By the Commission. Review Board 
Members Dowell. Parker, and Joyce. 

MC 164472 (Sub-1), filed July 21.1983. 
Applicant: TRAILBLAZER TRUCK h 
CRANE, INC., P.O. Box 544. Woodward, 
OK 73601. Representative: William P. 
Parker, 4400 N. Lincoln. Suite 10. 
Oklahoma City, OK 73105. (405) 424- 
3301.Transporting, for or on behalf of the 
United States Government, general 
commodities (except used household 
goods, hazardous or secret materials, 
and sensitive weapons and munitions), 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

MC 169253. filed July 15.1963. 
Applicant: W. G. MOSSET d.b.a. 
MOSSFT TRUCKING. 6500 E 88th Ave, 
Space -84. Henderson. CO 80640. 
Representative: Robert W. Wright. Jr.. 
5711 Ammons St. Arvada, CO 80002, 
(303) 424-1781. Transporting food and 
other edible products and byproducts 
intended for human consumption 
(except alcoholic beverages and drugs), 
agricultural limestone and fertilizers, 
and other soil conditioners by the owner 
of the motor vehicle in such vehicle, 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

MC 169333, filed July 19.1983. 
Applicant: TRI-COM 
TRANSPORTATION SERVICES, P.O. 
Box 81,1341 W. Wisconsin Ave.. 
Oconomowoc, WI 53066. 

Representative: Linda R. Bergman (same 
address as applicant), 414-567-6845. As 
a broker of general commodities (except 
household goods), between points in the 
U.S. 

MC 169353, filed July 20.1983. 
Applicant: JOHN F. RYAN, 350 
Lafayette St., Bridgeport, CT 06601. 
Representative: John F. Ryan (same 
address as applicant). 203 - 579 - 8006 . As 
a broker of general commodities (except 
household goods), between points in the 
U.S. 
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Volume No. OP2-347 

Decided August 3,1983. 

By the Commission. Review Board 
Members. Williams. Dowell, end Carleton. 

MC 159113 (Sub-1), filed July 19,1983. 
Applicant: VIKINGS 1 ADVENTURES. 
INC., 40 Garrett Rd.. Upper Darby, PA 
19082, Representative: Robert R. Harris, 
1730 M St.. NW Washington. DC 20036, 
202-296-2900. Transporting passengers 
in special and charter operations, 
between points in the U.S. (except HI). 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
pnvately-fimded special charter 
transportation. 

MC 169042. filed July 5.1983. 

Applicant: BOURNE INC,, 10 Rogers Rd.. 
Portland. CT 06480. Representative: F. 
Robert Bourne (same address as 
applicant). 203-347-0454. Transporting 
passengers, in charter and special 
operations, beginning and ending at 
points in CT. and extending to points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI). 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
pnvatcly funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 169043, filed July 5.1983. 

Applicant: B & B SYSTEMS, INC., 740 
Commonwealth Dr., Thom Hill 
Industrial Park, Warrendale. PA 15086. 
Representative: Mark T. Vuono, 2310 
Grant Bldg.. Pittsburgh, PA 15219, (412) 
471-1800. (1) As a broker of general 
commodities (except household goods), 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
<*nd HI), and (2) As a broker of 
household goods, between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI). 

Nota.—Part (1) of this application will be 
published under the “Fitness-Only” preface, 
Hnd Part (2) will be published under the 
‘‘rtrg\ilar M preface. 

MC 169213, filed July 13.1983. 
Applicant: WILLIAM EDWARD HENRY 
AND JERRY RICHARD WEY. A 
PARTNERSHIP, d.b.a. BEST-ROUTE 
BROKERAGE 7300 Midfield Drive. 
Chattanooga, TN 37421. Representative: 
William Edward Henry (same address 
as applicant). 615-892-4057. As a broker 
of general commodities (except 
household goods), between points in the 
u.S. (except AK and HI). 

MC 169222. filed July 14.1983. 
Applicant: COBRA TRANSPORTATION 
SKRVICES, INC.. P.O. Box 149, Shelby, 
AL 35143. Representative: Donald B. 
Sweeney, Jr., P.O. Box 2366, 

Birmingham. AL 35201. 205-254-3880. As 
? broker of general commodities (except 
household goods), between points in the 
U S. (except AK and HI). 

MC 169403. filed July 22,1983. 
Applicant: WILLIAM HENRY STOREY 
JR AND WALTER HAROLD STOREY 
a b.a. W.H. STOREY TRUCKING. 427 


Eisenhower. Elk City, OK 73644. 
Representative: William Henry Storey 
Jr. (same address as applicant), 405-225- 
2146. Transporting food and other edible 
products and byproducts intended for 
human consumption (except alcoholic 
beverages and drugs), agricultural 
limestone and fertilizers, and other soil 
conditioners, by the owner of the motor 
vehicle in such vehicle, between points 
in the U.S. (except AK and HI). 

MC 169422, filed July 25.1983. 
Applicant: HAROLD A. BUCHANAN. 
3294 W. Bigarade Ln„ Taylorsville, UT 
84118. Representative: Harold A. 
Buchanan (9ame address as applicant), 
801-969-4507. Transporting food and 
other edible products and byproducts 
intended for human consumption 
(except alcoholic beverages and drugs), 
agricultural limestone and fertilizers 
and other soil conditioners by the owner 
of the motor vehicle in such vehicle, 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

MC 169443. filed July 22,1983. 
Applicant: DONALD E. KREMER, d.b.a. 
TRANSPORT SERVICES, 7850 F St.. 
Omaha. NE 68127. Representative: 

James F. Crosby. 7363 Pacific St., Suite 
210B, Omaha. NE 68114, 402-339-8886. 
As a broker of general commodities 
(except household goods), between 
points in the U.S. 

MC 169453. filed July 22,1983. 
Applicant: CIRCLE H CONSOLIDATED. 
INC., 2223 Cleveland. Spokane, WA 
99207. Representative: Reed L Sherar. 
242-Cervantes, Lake Oswego, OR 97034, 
505-636-5220. As a broker of general 
commodities except household goods), 
between points in the U.S. 

Please direct status inquiries about the 
following to Team Three (3) at (202) 275- 
5223 

Volume No. OP3-357 

Decided: August 1.1983. 

By the Commission, Review Board 
Members, Carleton. Parker, and Williams. 

MC 29854 (Sub-38), filed July 15.1983. 
Applicant: THE HUDSON BUS 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC., 437 
Tonnele Avenue, Jersey City, NJ 07306. 
Representative: Michael J. Marzano. 99 
Kinderkamack Road. Westwood. N] 
07675. (201) 666-5111. To operate as a 
common carrier by motor vehicle in 
interstate or foreign commerce over 
regular routes transporting passengers 
(1) between West Haverstraw, NY and 
Atlantic City, NJ: from junction U.S. 

Hwy 9W and Railroad Ave. in West 
Haverstraw, NY. over U.S. Hwy 9W to 
junction NY Hwy 304. then over NY 
Hwy 304 to junction Cavalry Drive in 
New City. NY. then over Cavalry Drive 


to junction Main Street, then over Main 
Street to entrance to Bradlees Shopping 
Center, then from Bradlees Shopping 
Center over Cavalry Drive to junction 
Main Street, then over Main Street to 
junction NY Hwy 304, then over NY 
Hwy 304 to junction Demarest Mill 
Road, then over Demarest Mill Road to 
junction West Nyack Road, then over 
West Nyack Road to junction NY Hwy 
59 in Nanuet, NY. then over NY Hwy 59 
to junction Middletown Road, then over 
Middletown Road to junction NY Hwy 
304, then over NY Hwy 304 to junction 
Central Avenue in Pearl River, NY. then 
over Central Avenue to junction South 
Main Street (also over Middletown Road 
to junction Central Avenue, then over 
Central Avenue to junction South Main 
Street), then over South Main Street to 
junction Jefferson Avenue, then over 
Jefferson Avenue to junction NY Hwy 
304, then over NY Hwy 304 to the NY-NJ 
State Line, then over the Kinderkamack 
Road to junction Railroad Avenue in 
Montvale. NJ, then over Railroad 
Avenue to junction Park Street, then 
over Park Street to junction 
Kinderkamack Road, then over 
Kinderkamack Road to junction Old 
Hook Road, in Westwood, NJ (also over 
Kinderkamack Road to junction New 
Milford Avenue, then over New Milford 
Avenue to junction Madison Avenue, 
then over Madison Avenue to junction 
Washington Avenue), then over Old 
Hook Road to junction Schraalenburgh 
Road in Closter. NJ, then over 
Schraalenburgh Road to where it 
becomes Washington Avenue, then over 
Washington Avenue to where it 
becomes Teaneck Road, then over 
Teaneck Road to junction DeCraw 
Avenue in Teaneck. NJ, then over 
DeCraw Avenue to Interstate Hwy 95, 
then over Interstate Hwy 95 to the NJ 
Turnpike, then over the NJ Turnpike to 
the Garden State Parkway, then over the 
Garden State Parkway to the Atlantic 
City Expressway, then over the Atlantic 
City Expressway to Atlantic City. NJ, 
and return over the same route to 
junction Kinderkamack Road and Park 
Street in Montvale. NJ. then over 
Kinderkamack Road to junction 
Railroad Avenue in Montvale, NJ, then 
continuing over the above described 
route to junction West Nyack Road and 
NY Hwy 59 in Nanuet, NY, then over NY 
Hwy 59 to junction NY Hwy 304, then 
over NY Hwy 304 to junction Demarest 
Mill Road then continuing over the 
above described route to West 
Haverstraw. NY, serving all 
intermediate points, (2) between Mt. Ivy, 
NY and Nanuet. NY; from the junction of 
U.S. Hwy 202 and NY Hwy 45 in Mt. Ivy, 
NY. over NY Hwy 45 to junction NY 
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Hwy 59. in Spring Valley. NY. then over 
NY Hwy 59 to junction Middletown 
Road in Nanuet. NY. and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points. (3) between Nanuet. NY and Wes 
Nyack. NY; from junction NY Hwy 58 
and NY State Thruway in Nanuet. NY, 
over NY State Thruway to junction NY 
Hwy 303 in West Nyack, NY and return 
over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points, (4) between 
Congers. NY and Dumont. NJ; from 
junction Lake Road and NY Hwy 303 in 
Congers. NY. over NY Hwy 303 to 
junction NY Hwy 59 in West Nyack, NY, 
then over NY Hwy 59 and service road 
to Janet Hogan's Diner in West Nyack. 
NY; then over service road to NY Hwy . 
59. then over NY Hwy 59 to junction NY 
Hwy 303. then over NY Hwy 303 to the 
NY-NJ State Line, then over Livingston 
Street to junction Harrington Avenue in 
Harrington Park. NJ. then over 
Harrington Avenue to junction Old 
Closter Dock Road in Closter, NJ, then 
over Old Closter Dock Road to junction 
Piermont Road, then over Piermont Road 
to junction County Road in Demurest, 

NJ, then over County Road to junction 
Union Avenue in Cresskill. NJ, then over 
Union Avenue to junction Madison 
Avenue, then over Madison Avenue to 
junction Washington Avenue in Dumont. 
NJ, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points, (5) 
between Nyack, NY and West Nyack, 
NY; from junction NY Hwy 59 (Main 
Street) and Broadway in Nyack. NY. 
over NY Hwy 59 (Main Street) to 
junction NY Hwy 303 in West Nyack. 

NY and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points. (6) 
between New York. NY and 
Woodbridge, NJ; from New York. NY 
over Outerbridge Crossing to NJ Hwy 
440 in Perth Amboy, NJ. then over NJ 
Hwy 440 to the Garden State Parkway in 
Woodbridge. NJ, and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points. (7) between North Bergen. NJ 
and Woodbridge, NJ; from junction 51st 
Street and JF Kennedy Boulevard in 
North Bergen. NJ. over JF Kennedy 
Boulevard to Ihe Bayonne Bridge in 
Bayonne. NJ. then over the Bayonne 
Bridge to NY Hwy 440, then over NY 
Hwy 440 to junction Forest Avenue, then 
over Forest Avenue to junction 
Richmond Avenue, then over Richmond 
Avenue to junction Victory Boulevard, 
then over Victory Boulevard to junction 
NY Hwy 440 (West Shore Expressway), 
then over NY Hwy 440 to Outerbridge 
Crossing, then over Outerbridge 
Crossing to NY Hwy 440 in Perth 
Amboy. NJ. then over NJ Hwy 440 to the 
Garden State Parkway in Woodbridge. 
NJ and return over the same route. 


serving all intermediate points. 
Condition: The person or persons who 
appear to be engaged in common control 
of applicant and another regulated 
carrier must either file an application 
under 49 U.S.C. 11343(A). a petition for 
exemption under 49 U.S.C 11343(e), or 
an affadavit indicating why such 
approval is unnecessary to the 
Secretary's Office. In order to expedite 
the issuance of any authority in the 
proceeding, please submit a copy of 
such submittal to Team 3. Room 2158. 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide regular- 
route service in interstate ur foreign 
commerce. 

MC 121685 (Sub-3), filed July 19.1983. 
Applicant: RIMROCK STAGES. INC, 
4322 State. Billings, MT 59101. 
Representative: William E. O'Leary. Ill 
N Last Chance Gulch, 4G Arcade Bldg., 
Helena, MT 59601. (406) 443-4010. 
Transporting passengers, in charter and 
special operations, between points in 
the U.S. 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 169005. filed July 5,1983. 
Applicant: VERNON ROY SCHAFER, 
d.b.a. SCHAFER TRUCKING. Box 543. 
163 N. Hwy. Monticcllo, UT 84535. 
Representative: (Same as applicant). 
(801) 587-2674. Transporting shipments 
weighing 100 pounds or less if 
transported in a motor vehicle in which 
no one package exceeds 100 pounds, 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

MC 189145. filed July 11,1983. 
Applicant: STEPHAN W. CONNELLY. 
18505 W’orthley Drive, San Lorenzo, CA 
94580. Representative: Kenneth R. 
Mitchell. 2320A Milwaukee Way. 
Tacoma. WA 98421. (206) 383-3998. As a 
broker of general commodities (except 
household goods), between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI). 

MC 169174. filed July 12,1963. 
Applicant: COLORADO MOUNTAIN 
EXPRESS. INC.. 9825 East Girard. #233, 
Denver. CO 80231. Representative: 
William J. Lippman. P.O. Box 6060, 
Snowmass Village. CO 81815, (303) 923- 
4565. Transporting passengers, in 
charter operations, beginning and 
ending at points in Denver and Mesa 
Counties, CO and extending to points in 
CO. 

Note.— Applicant seeks to provide 
privately Funded charter transportation. 
Applicant seeks additional authority in MC 
169174 (a) and (b) published in the same 
Federal RagUtar issue. 

MC 169224. filed July 14.1983. 
Applicant: THOMAS G. SAWYER. 2954 
Niagara Falls Blvd., No. Tonawanda, NY 
14120. Representative: Jack L Schiller. 


111-56 76th Dr.. Forest Hills. NY 11375, 
(212) 263-2078. Transporting food and 
other edible products and by-products 
intended for human consumption 
(except alcoholic beverages and drugs). 
agricultural limestone and fertilizers, 
and other soil conditioners, by the 
owner of the motor vehicle in such 
vehicle, between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI). 

MC 169295. filed July 18.1983. 
Applicant: MARLOR ENTERPRISES, 
INC., P O. Box 599. Laguna Beach, CA 
92652. Representative: William J. 
Monheim, P.O. Box 1758, Whittier. CA 
90609. (213) 945-2745. As a broker of 
general commodities (except household 
goods), between points in the U.S. 

MC 169315, filed July 18.1983. 
Applicant: DAVID L. JOHNSON, d-b.a. 
JOHNSON EXPRESS, P.O. Box 382, 
Cambridge, WI 53523. Representative: 
Charles EL Dye. Swan Lake Village. 
Saddle Ridge #382, Portage, Wl 53901. 
(608) 742-3579. Transporting food and 
other edible products and byproducts 
intended for human consumption 
(except alcoholic beverages and drugs), 
agricultural limestone and fertilizers, 
and other soil conditioners by the owner 
of the motor vehicle in such vehicle, 
between points in the U.S' (except AK 
and HI). 

MC 169365. filed July 20,19 83. 
Applicant: JAMES PRIESTER. Ab.a. 
PRIESTER BUS SERVICE, RR. 1, Box 
213, Pipestone, MN 56164. 
Representative: William P. Scott, Lock 
Box 689, Pipestone. MN 50164. (507) 825- 
5496. Transporting passengers, in 
charter and special operations, between 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI). 

Note. —Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charier and special 
transportation. 

Please direct status inquiries about the 
following to Team Four at (202) 275- 
7689. 

Volume No. OP4-525 

Decided: August tt, 1983. 

By the Commission. Review Board, 
Members: Krock. Williams, and Joyce. 

MC 159910 (Sub-2), filed July 28,1963. 
Applicant: ROMAR, INC., P.O. Box 1843, 
Idaho Falls, ID 83401. Representative: 
Timothy R. Stivers, P.O. Box 1578. Boise. 
ID 03701, (208) 343-3071. (A) 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives and 
household goods), between those points 
in the U.S. in and west of Ml. IN, IL, MO, 
AR. and LA (except AK and HI), (B) 
transporting, for or on behalf of the 
United States Government, general 
commodities (except used household 
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goods, hazardous or secret materials, 
and sensitive weapons and munitions), 
between points in the U.S.. and (C) as a 
broker of general commodities (except 
household goods), between points in the 
US. 

Note.—Because this application includes 
issue!) subject to a finding of public interest 
*s well as fitness only, it will be published in 
two volumes of this Federal Register issue. 

Pari A will be published in VOL #524. Parts 
(B) and (C) will be published in VOL #525. 

For the following, please direct status 
calls to Team 5 at 202-275-7289. 

Volume No . OP5-407 

Decided: August 3,1963. 

By the Commission. Review Board 
Members Joyce. Car If? ton and Parker. 

MC 158598 (Sub-3), filed July 25.1983. 
Applicant: BARRY F. SMITH, d.b.a. 
SMITH TRANSPORT. R.D. *1, Box 35. 
Roaring Spring, PA 10673. 

Representative: Barry F. Smith. 610 
Robinson Ave.. Roaring Spring. PA 
16673. (814) 224-5296. Transporting, for 
or on behalf of the United States 
Government, general commodities 
(except used household goods, 
hazardous or secret materials, and 
sensitive weapons and munitions), 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and Hi). 

MC 163758 (Sub-1), filed July 21.1983. 
Applicant: AY-LEET 
TRANSPORTATION SERVICE, INC., 
100-34 Francis Lewis Blvd.. Hollis, NY 
11429. Representative: Frank Allen, 156- 
36 92nd St.. Jamaica, NY 11414. (212) 
635-5969. Transporting passengers, in 
special and charter operations, between 
points in the U.S. (except HI). 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded special and charter 
transportation. 

MC 189128, filed July 11.1983. 
Applicant: WISE TOURS. INC., 3244 
Overlook Dr., McKeesport, PA 15133. 
Representative: Joan E. Wysni (same 
address as applicant). 412-673-4043. 

1 rnimporting passengers in charter and 
special operations, beginning and ending 
at points in Allegheny, Westmoreland 
and Washington Counties, PA and 
extending to points in PA. OH. WV. MD, 
N), NY, CT. MA. VT. NR ME, VA, DE 
and DC. 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded special and charter 

transportation. 

Volume No. OPS^iOQ 
Decided: August 3.1963. 

By the Commission, Review Board 
Members Carle ton. Parker and Joyce. 

MC 169409.. filed July 22,1983. 
Applicant: RYDER FREIGHT 

management, inc.. 3000 nw. 82nd 


Ave., Miami, FL 33166. Representative: 

C. Jack Pearce 1000 Connecticut Ave., 
NW„ Suite 1200, Washington, DC 20038, 
202-785-0048. As a broker of general 
commodities (except household goods), 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). 

MC 189488. filed July 27,1983. 
Applicant: DUSK TO DAWN 
SERVICES. INC.. 194 South Ave., 
Bradford, PA 16701. Representative: S. 
Berne Smith. P.O. Box 1168, Harrisburg, 
PA 17108-1166 (717) 232- 
8000,Transporting shipments weighing 
100pounds or less if transported in a 
motor vehicle in which no one package 
exceeds 100 pounds, between points in 
the U.S. 

MC 169489. filed fuly 26.1983. 
Applicant: NATIONWIDE 
DISTRIBUTION SERVICES. INC., 2300 
W. Oakland Park Blvd., Suite 105, 
Oakland Park, FL 33311. Representative: 
Leonard A. Jaskiewicz. 1730 M St., NW, 
Suite 501, Washington. DC 20038. (202) 
296-2900. Transporting, for or on behaif 
of the United States Government, 

S eneral commodities (except used 
ousehold goods, hazardous or secret 
materials, and sensitive weapons and 
munitions), between points in the U.S. 

Volume No. OP5-409 

Decided: August 3.1983. 

By the Commission. Review Board 
Members Williams. Carleton and Parker 
MC 169399, filed July 22,1983. 
Applicant: GREEN CARPET! TOURS, 
LTD., 345 NE 8th Ave., Portland. OR 
97232. Representative: Lawrence V. 
Smart. Jr., 419 NW 23rd Ave., Portland, 
OR 97210, 503-226-3755. Transporting 
passengers in charter and special 
operations, between points in the U.S. 
(except HI). 

Note.—Applicant seeks to provide 
privately-funded charter and special 
transportation. 

MC 169408, filed July 22,1983. 
Applicant: JSB TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES CO.. 1119 Laredo Ave., St. 
Louis. MO 63138. Representative: Jasper 
J. Selvoggio (same address as applicant). 
(314) 741-9630.To operate as a broker of 
general commodities (except household 
goods), between point In the U.S. 

(FR Doc » 221BJ PIWd S-U-63. MS cm] 
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Motor Carriers; Temporary Authority 
Applications 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under Section 10928 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act and in accordance with 
the provisions of 49 CFR 1131.3. These 
rules provide that an original and two 


(2) copies of protests to an application 
may be filed with the Regional Office 
named in the Federal Register 
publication no later than the 15th 
calendar day after the date the notice of 
the filing of the application i6 published 
in the Federal Register. One copy of the 
protest must be served on the applicant, 
or its authorized representative, if any. 
and the protestant must certify that such 
service has been made. The protest must 
identify the operating authority upon 
which it is predicated, specifying the 
"MC" docket and “Sub" number and 
quoting the particular portion of 
authority upon which it relies. Also, the 
protestant shall specify the service it 
can and will provide and the amount 
and type of equipment it will make 
available for use in connection with the 
service contemplated by the TA 
application. The weight accorded 
protest shall be governed by the 
completeness and pertinence of the 
protestant's information. 

Except as otherwise specifically 
noted, each applicant states that there 
will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment 
resulting from approval of its 
application. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the ICC 
Regional Office to which protests are to 
be transmitted. 

Notow— All applications seek authority to 
operate as a common carrier over irregular 
routes except as otherwise noted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

Notice No. F-284 

The following applications were filed 
in Region l: Send protests to: Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Regional 
Authority Center, 150 Causeway Street, 
Room 501, Boston, MA 02114. 

MC 169277 (Sub-1-1TA). filed July 29, 
1983. Applicant: AMACOT TRUCKING 
CORP.. 1003 Merrick Road. Baldwin, NY 
11510. Representative: Paul W. Assenza, 
22 Savin Court. Staten Island. NY 10304. 
Contract carrier irregular routes: 
General Commodities (except Class A & 
B explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk) between points in 
the U.S. except AK and HI. under 
continuing contract(s) with Real Chip 
Potato Chips. Ltd.. Island Park. NY and 
Charon International Power. Inc., 
Freeport, NY. Supporting shipper. Real 
Chip Potato Chips. Ltd., 4140 Austin 
Blvd., Island Park. NY and Charon 
International Power, Inc., 117 Hudson 
Ave., Freeport, NY. 

MC 134806 (Sub-1-69TA), filed July 28. 
1983. Applicant: B-D-R TRANSPORT, 
INC., Vernon Drive. P-O. Box 1277, 
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Brattleboro. VT 04301. Representative: 
Edward T. Love. 4401 East West 
Highway. Suite 404. Belhesda, MD 
20614. Contract carrier: irregular routes: 
General commodities (except 
commodities in bulk, household goods 
and Class A and B explosives), between 
CA, OR and WA. on the one hand. and. 
on the other, points in CT. MA. ME, NH. 
NJ. NY. RI and VT. under continuing 
contract(s) with 7/24 Freight Sales. Inc., 
Modesto. CA. Supporting shipper 7/24 
Freight Sales, Inc.. P.O. Box 3981. 
Modesto. CA 95352. 

MC169581 (Sub 1-lTA), filed July 29, 
1983. Applicant. CLIFFSTAR 
TRANSPORT ATION CO., INC.. 1 
Cliffstar Avenue, Dunkirk, NY 14048. 
Representative: Robert D. Gunderman. 
Esq., R.D. Gunderman & Associates, 

P C.. Can-Am Building. 101 Niagara 
Street, Buffalo, NY 14202. Contract 
carrier: irregular routes: Merchandise 
dealt in by wholesale, retail, chain 
grocery and food business houses, and 
materials . equipment ingredients and 
supplies used in the manufacture. 
distribution and sale of such 
commodities between Chautauqua 
County. NY and Erie County. PA. on the 
one hand. and. on the other, all points in 
the \JS .. excluding AK and HI, under 
continuing contract(s) with Cliffstar 
Corp.. Dunkirk. NY; Penn Star Foods, 
tnc., Erie. PA; Fredonia products Co. 

Inc.. Dunkirk. NY; and R h D 
Distribution. Inc.. Dunkirk. NY. 
Supporting shipper(s): Cliffstar Corp.. 1 
Cliffstar Avenue. Dunkirk, NY 14048; 
Penn Star Foods. Inc,. 1109 Downing 
Avenue. Erie, PA 16511; Fredonia 
products Co. Inc., 1 Cliffstar Ave.. 
Dunkirk. NY 14048; and R & D 
Distribution, Ino. t Cliffstar Ave., 
Dunkirk. NY 1404a 

MC 169496 (Sub-l-lTA). filed July 2a 
1983. Applicant: DON JERRY X-PLO. 
INC., R. D. #5. Box 247 A. Plattsburgh. 
NY 12901. Representative: Jack L. 
Schiller. 111-50 78th Drive, Forest Hills. 
NY 11375. Contract Carrier irregular 
routes: (1) General commodities (except 
commodities in bulk and household 
goods) between ports of entry on the 
Internationa! Boundary Line in U.S. and 
CD, on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI), 
and (2) Explosives between ports of 
entry on the International Boundary 
Line between the U.S. and CD. on the 
one hand. and. on the other, points in 
the U.S, (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with C-I-L Inc. of 
North York, Ontario, CD. and Expro 
Chemical Products. Inc., of Valleyfield. 
Quebec. Supporting Shippers(S): C-I-L, 
Inc., P.O. Box 200, Station “A", North 
York. Ontario, M2N 6H2; Expro 


Chemcial Products, Inc.. P.O. Box 5520, 
Valley Field. Quebec J6F 4V9. 

MC 184713 (Sub-1-3TA), filed July 29. 
1983. Applicant: LEASEWAY 
DELIVERIES. INC., Butternut Drive. P.O. 
Box 459, East Syracuse. NY 13057. 
Representative: C. T. Novak, Leaseway 
Deliveries, Inc.. 1101 31st Street. 
Downers Grove, IL 00515. Contract 
carrier irregular routes: Such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
retail department stores , from points in 
NC to points in SC under continuing 
contract^) with Sears. Roebuck and Co. 
of Philadelphia. PA. Supporting shipper 
Sears, Roebuck and Co.. 4040 Roosevelt 
Blvd., Philadelphia, PA 19132. 

MC 169506 (Sub-l-lTA). filed July 29, 
1983. Applicant: LES ENTREPR1SES F. 

D. W. LTEE, 2800 Rue Papineau, 
Longueuil Quebec, CD J4K 3M7. 
Representative: Frank J. Weiner. 15 
Court Square, Boston, MA 02108.. 
Lumber and wood products between 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI), 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Donahoe St Felicien, Inc.. Quebec, CD. 
Supporting shipper: Donahoe St. 
Felicien, Inc., 500 Grande-Alice EsL 
Quebec, CD. 

MC 169544 (Sub-1-lTA). filed July 29. 
1983. Applicant: LES PCTROLES 
BUSSIERES LTEE, 258 Rue 
Commerciaie, CJP. 158. St Henri de 
Levis, Quebec, CD G0R 3E0. 
Representative: Frank J. Weiner, 15 
Court Square, Boston. MA 02108. 
Contract carrier irregular routes: 
Chemicals and related products 
between points in the U3. (except AK 
and HI), under continuing contract(s) 
with Reed, Inc., Quebec, CD. Supporting 
shipper Reed, Inc^ 1016 Boulevard dea 
Capucins. P.O. Box 2025. Quebec, CD 
HlK 7N1. 

MC 169306 (Sub-1-1TA). filed July 29. 
1983. Applicant: LUALUPAM. INC.. 455 
Central Avenue, Scarsdale, NY 10583. 
Representative: Paul W. Assenza. 22 
Savin Court Staten Island, NY 10304. 
General commodities having a prior or 
subsequent movement by water (except 
Class ABB explosives, household 
goods and commodities in bulk) 
between points in the New York. NY 
Commercial Zone. Supporting 
shipper(S): Central Produce EL Jibarito. 
Inc^, P.O. Box J. Caparra Heights. PR 
00922: Distribuidora San Juan. Inc., GPO 
Box 3943, Rio Piedras. PR 00938. 

MC 169555 (Sub-1-1TA). filed August 

4.1983. Applicant: M ft S LEASING 
INC., 222 W. Palisades BIvcL, Palisades 
Park. NJ 0785a Representative: Daniel 
Germaine (same as applicant). 
Merchandise dealt in by department 
stores, food and related products, and 


scrap metal between points in the U.S 
excluding AK and HI. Supporting 
shipper B. Manischewitz & Co. 143 Bay 
Street, Jersey City. NJ. 

MC 3647 (Sub-1-8TA) filed July 28. 
1983. Applicant: NJ TRANSIT BUS 
OPERATIONS INC.. 180 Boyden 
Avenue, Maplewood. NJ 07040. 
Representative: Irwin I. Kimmelman. 
Atty. Gen„ By: John F. W'ard, Deputy 
Atty. Gen., McCarter Highway 0 Market 
Street. P.O. Box 10009. Newark. NJ 
07101. Common corr/errregular routes: 
Passengers between points in Old 
Bridge Township, NJ, serving all 
intermediate points: From Jet US Hwy. 9 
and access roads to Middlesex County 
Hwy 518, then over Middlesex County 
Hwy 510 and Monmouth County Hwy 
510 to }ct NJ Hwy 79 and return over the 
same route. Applicant seeks to join 
above described route with existing 
authority. Support: There are 31 
statements in support attached to this 
application which may be examined at 
the I.C.C. Regional Office in Boston. MA 

MC 164536 (Sub-1-2TA). filed August 

1.1983. Applicant P.D.P.D. 
CORPORATION d.b.a. P and K 
EXPRESS, 98 Frelinghuysen Avenue. 
Newark, NJ 07714. Representative: 
Morton E. Kiel Suite 2B, 475 South Main 
Street. P.O. Box 480. New City. NY 
10956. Silicone resin, liquid in bulk in 
container tank from Carrollton, KY to 
Port Elizabeth, NJ. Supporting shipper 
Tank Traffic America. Inc.. 701 Newark 
Avenue. Elizabeth, N] 07208. 

MC 169610 (Sub-l-lTA). filed August 

1.1983. Applicant: POTTERS 
INDUSTRIES, INC.. 377 Route 17. 
Hasbrouck Heights. NJ 07604. 
Representative: Stephen H. Loeb, Suite 
4, 2777 Finley Road, Downers Grove, 1L 
80515. Contract carrier: irregular routes 
(1) Traffic control products, pavement 
marking compounds, materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
installation thereof, and (2) Materials, 
equipment. and supplies used in the 
manufacture, sale, and installation of 
the commodities named in (1) above 
(except commodities in bulk) between 
Cobb County. GA. on the one hand, and 
on the other, points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Peve-Mark Corporation. 
Smyrna. GA 30080. Supporting shipper: 
Pave-Mark Corporation. 3141 Nifda 
Drive, Smyrna, GA 30080. 

MC 160347 (Sub-l-lTA). filed July 29. 
1983. Applicant: TRUCK LOAD 
SERVICE. INC , Hill Haven Park, 
Building *2. R.F.D. 7. Route 28 By-Pass. 
Hooksett, NH 03106. Representative: 
John C Lightbody. Esq., Murray. Plumb 
8 Murray. 30 Exchange Street. Portland. 
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ME 04101. Contract carrier: irregular 
routes: Windmills, knocked down, and 
associated parts from Burlington. MA to 
points in Alameda County, CA under 
continuing contract(s) with U.S. 
Windpower. Inc. of Burlington, MA. 
Supporting shipper: U.S. Winpower 
Incorporated, 160 Wheeler Road. 
Burlington, MA 01830. 

The following applications were filed 
in Region 2. Send Protests To: ICC, Fed. 
Res Bank Bldg,. 101 North 7th St. Rm. 

620. Philadelphia. PA 19100. 

MC 169381 (Sub-II-lTA), filed July 21. 
1983. Applicant W. L Boswell Route 2, 
Box 88. Hanover, VA 23069. 
Representative; Paul D. Collins, 7761 
Lakeforest Drive. Richmond, VA 23235. 
Contract, irregular, iron and steel 
articles — hi-carbon steel wire . metal 
comers, and materials , supplies and 
equipment used in the manufacture, sate 
and distribution thereof, between 
Fredricksburg. VA, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in GA. KY. IL 
IN. MS. MO. NJ. NY. NC, OH, PA, SC 
and TX, under continuing contract(s) 
with Rappahannock Wire Co.. 
Fredricksburg. VA. An underlying ETA 
seeks authority for 120 days. 

MC 168942 (Sub-II-lTA), filed July 20. 
1983 Applicant COMMUTER 
COMFORT CORE., Star Route. Box 110, 
Locust Grove, VA 2250B. Representative: 
Douglas L Miller (same address as 
applicant) Common, regular, passengers, 
in special operations, between 
Spotsylvania County. VA and 
Washington, DC, over state routes 621, 

Cl3 and 3 and Interstate Routes 95/395, 
for 270 days. Supporting shippers): 
Sandra Coutscoudis, RT 2. Box 230, 
Spotsylvania. VA 22553, Ibomas W. 
Brown, 115 Wilderness Dr.. Locust 
Grove. VA 22508. 

MC 14623 (Sub-ll-lTA). filed July 28, 
1983. Applicant C. C. HEMPHILL 
TRUCKING. INC, P.O. Box 404, 
Burgcttstown, PA 15021. Representative: 
John A. Pillar. 1500 Bank Tower. 307 
Fourth Ave., Pittsburg, PA 15222. 

Metallic ores, between Fort Madison. 

A. on the one hand, and. on the other. 
Ungeloth and Wampum. PA* Supporting 
shipper^); Climax Molybdenum Co.. 

Div. of AMAX. Ina, Langeloth, PA 
15054. 

MC 125845 (Sub-II-lTA). filed July 22. 
1963 Applicant: B. B. NASH 
TRUCKING, INC, Route 2, Box 12, 
Gladys, VA 24554. Representative: Paul 
U Collins, 7761 Lakeforest Dr., 

Richmond, VA 23235. Contract, irregular 
lumber, treated lumber, forest products, 
plywood and building materials. 
between points in DE. MD. NC and VA. 
on the one hand. and. on the other. 

Points in CT. DE. DC, MD. NJ. NY. NC 


Rl. SC, VA and WV, under continuing 
contract(s) with H. S. NASH TIMBER 
Corp., 84-Lumber Co., and Holly Hill 
Forest Industries. Inc. An underlying 
ETA seeks 120 days authority. 
Supporting shippers): H. S. Nash 
Timber Corp.. Gladys. VA, 84-Lumber 
Co.. EightyFour. PA. Holly Hill Forest 
Industries. Inc., Holly Hill, SC. 

MC 169487 (Sub-II-lTA), filed July 28. 
1983. Applicant: DENNIS A. CASARC1A 
d.b.a. Rose Transportation. 559 Catskill 
Drive P.O. Box 14311. Pittsburgh. PA 
15239. Representative: Dennis A. 
Casarcia (same as applicant}. General 
commodities (except Class A and B - 
explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
OH, PA and WV, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in DC, DE, IL. IN. 

KY. MD, MI, MO. NJ. NY. VA and Wi. 
Supporting shippers): Barts Beef Shop, 
Inc., 2368 Rte. 286. Pittsburgh. PA 15239: 
Tom's Tire Center, 5615 Butler Street, 
Pittsburgh, PA 15201; Wright Express, 
159 Greenfield Ave., Pittsburgh. PA 
15207; Sancap Abrasives. Inc.. 16123 
Armour St. NE, Alliance. OH 44601; A & 
P Trucking. Inc., P.O. Box 185, Oak 
Forest. IL 60452. 

MC 144724 (Sub-C-3TA), filed July 22, 
1983. Applicant: WALTER J. SHEETS A 
SON. INC, 100 Bittles Cove, Lewisburg. 
WV 24001. Representative: Walter J. 
Sheets (same address as applicant). 
Building Materials between 
Thomasville. NC, on the one hand, and. 
on the other, points in TN. WV, VA, KY. 
and OH. Supporting shippers): Lowe's 
Companies, Inc.. Box 1111, North 
Wilkesboro, NC 28656. 

MC 110683 (Sub-U-27TA). filed July 

18.1983. Applicant: SMITH'S 
TRANSFER CORPORATION. P.O. Box 
1000. Staunton, VA 24401. 
Representative: Harry J. Jordan, 1090 
Vermont Avenue. NW, Washington, DC 
20005. Contract, irregular general 
commodities (except Class A and B 
explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulkJ between all points 
in the U.S., (except AK and HI), under 
contract with Owens-Coming Fiberglas 
Corp. An underlying ETA seeks 120 
days authority. Shipper Owens-Coming 
Fiberglas Corp., Fiberglas Tower. 
Toledo. Ohio 43659. 

MC 110663 (Sub-II-28TA). filed July 

25.1983. Applicant: SMITH’S 
TRANSFER CORPORATION. P.O. Box 
1000, Staunton. VA 24401. 
Representative: Harry J. Jordan. Esquire. 
1090 Vermont Avenue, NW., 
Washington. DC 20005. Contract, 
irregular: general commodities, except 
Class A and B explosives, household 
goods and commodities in bulk) 
between all points in the U.S.. (except 


AK and HI), under contract with 
Lockheed Corporation. Shipper 
Lockheed Corporation. P.O. Box 551. 
Burbank, CA 91520. 

MC 146569 (Sub-II-lTA), filed July 21. 
1983. Applicant: W ELTON MOTOR 
FREIGHT, INC., 9200 Burge Ave.. 
Richmond, VA 23234. Representative: 
Calvin F. Major. 200 West Grace St. 

Post Office Box 5010. Richmond, VA 
23220. Contract irregular tanks, 
pressure vessels . columns and materia) 
to manufacture same from points in VA 
to points in AZ. NM, TX. OK. KS, NE. 
MN. IA, IL KY. LA, MS. AL FL CA. SC. 
NC, MD, PA, and NJ. under continuing 
contracts with Industrial Alloy 
Fabricators, Inc. Supporting shipper 
Industrial Alloy Fabricators, Inc. 500 
Valley Road, Richmond. VA 23222. 

MC 169389 (Sub-IMTA), filed July 22. 
1983. Applicant: LEWIS E. WILKERSON 
d.b.a. WILKERSON TRUCKING. Route 
2. Box 174 E Kcysville, VA 23947. 
Representative: Frances S. Wilkerson 
(same address as applicant). Contract, 
irregular soft drinks and materials. 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture, sale and distribution 
thereof, between Richmond and Norfolk, 
VA, on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in PA, DE MD. NC. SC. NJ and 
GA. An underlying ETA seeks 120 days 
authority. Supporting shippers): Royal 
Crown Bottling Co. of VA, 1701 Ruffen 
Rd., Richmond. VA 23234. 

The following applications were filed 
in Region 3. Send protests to: ICC, 
Regional Authority Center. Room 300, 
1776 Peachtree Street. NE, Atlanta. CA 
30309. 

MC 108644 (Sub-3-2TA), filed August 

5.1983. Applicant: SELLER'S TRUCKING 
COMPANY. INC.. Route 2, Box 664. 
Cottondole, AL 35453. Representative: 
Donald B. Sweeney. Jr.. Eaq., P.O. Box 
2366, Birmingham, AL 35201. Coke, a 
direct product of cool from Holt, AL to 
all points in NC and SC. Supporting 
shipper Empire Coke Company. P.O. 

Box 19a Holt AL 35404. 

MC 169671 (Sub-3-lTA). filed August 

5.1983. Applicant: E. & S. FINISHING 
COMPANY db.a. R A L TRUCKING, 
1907 S. 41 Highway. Box 1769, Dalton. 
GA 30722, Representative: Richard D. 
Howe, Myers, Knox A Hart, 600 Hubbell 
Building. Des Moines, LA 50309. 
Transporting Carpet, between Murray, 
Gordon, and Whitfield Counties, GA. on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points 
in AZ, CA. NM, NV. and TX. Supporting 
Shippers: Earth Carpet Corp.. Highway 
411 North, Eton. GA 30724; Carriage 
Carpet Mills, Inc., P.O. Box 542, 

Calhoun. GA 30701; and Quest 
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International Trading Co. Ltd., P.O. Box 
2284, Dalton. GA 30721. 

MC189672 (Sub-3-lTA). filed August 

5.1983. Applicant: LEONARD 
JOHNSON d.b.a. LEONARD JOHNSON 
TRUCKING CO.. Route 2, Lincoln. AL 
35096. Representative: Donald B. 
Sweeney. Jr.. Esq., P.O. Box 2366, 
Birmingham, AL 35201. Paper and paper 
products between MS, LA. TN, GA. on 
the one hand, and, on the other. 
Consolidated Fibers, Inc. at Birmingham, 
AL Supporting shipper: Consolidated 
Fibers. Inc., #9 So. 41st St., Birmingham, 
AL 35222. 

MC 159138 (Sub-3-3TA), filed August 

4.1983. Applicant: PORT CITY 
DRAYAGE CO. 2605 - 13th Street. 
Gulfport, MS 39501. Representative: 
George A. Olsen, P.O. Box 357, 
Gladstone. NJ 07934. General 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between ports on 
the Gulf Coast, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the US (except AK 
and HI). Supporting shipper(s): Care 
Shipping, Inc., 419 Rue Decatur, New 
Orleans, LA; TMT Shipping. ft 
Chartering. Inc.. 419 Rue Decatur, New 
Orleans, LA; and Gulfship Marine, Inc., 
New Orleans, LA. 

MC 169469 (Sub-3-lTA). filed August 

3.1983. Applicant: PEACHTREE 
DOORS, INC., 3151 Blue Ridge Industrial 
Park. Norcross. GA 30071. 
Representative: Zack D Cravey Jr (same 
address as applicant). Contract: 
Irregular General commodities with the 
exception of household goods, 
commodities in bulk and in tank 
vehicles and classes A and B explosives 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI), under continuing contracts with 
Great Southwest Warehouses, Inc., 3721 
Dacoma Street, Houston, TX 77092: 
Ogden Material Handling Systems, Inc., 
4700 Mendel Court. SW, Atlanta. GA 
30336: Manufacturer's Shipping 
Association, Inc., 432 South Cloverdale 
Street. Seattle, WA 98101: and The 
Gillette Company. 4390 Prudential 
Tower Building. Boston. MA 02199. 

MC 2900 (Sub-3-50TA), filed August 3, 
1983. Applicant: RYDER/P-l-E 
NATIONWIDE, INC., P.O. Box 2408, 
Jacksonville. FL 32203. Representative: 
S.E. Somers Jr. (same address as above). 
Contract carrier, irregular General 
Commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, and household goods as 
defined by the Commission, and 
commodities in bulk) between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI) under 
continuing contract(s) with 
Computerland Corporation. Supporting 
shipper Computerland Corporation. 


30985 Santana Street. Hayward, CA 

94544 

MC 148603 (Sub*3-3TA), filed August 

2.1983. Applicant: Darica Trucking 
Company, 338 South Oliver Street. 
Elberton. GA 30635. Representative: 
Bruce E. Mitchell. 5th Floor, Lenox 
Towers. South. 3390 Peachtree Road, 
Atlanta, GA 30326. Granite from 
Graniteville, MO to Mena. ARK and 
from Mena, ARK to points in CA. 
Supporting Shipper Granite Panel Wall 
Company: P.O. Box 898; Elberton, GA 
30635. 

MC 169587 (Sub-3-lTA), filed August 
2. 1983. Applicant: BOBBY OWENSBY, 
d.b.a. OWENSBY ft SON TRUCKING 
COMPANY, 4195 Ridgetop Trail, 
Ellenwood, GA 30049. Representative: 
Macklyn Smith. 1385 Iris Drive. Conyers, 
GA 30208. Contract: Irregular General 
Commodities , except A and B 
explosives, between Atlanta, GA and 
Montgomery. AL Phoenix, AZ; Little 
Rock. AR; Los Angeles, CA; Denver, CO; 
Hartford, CT; Wilmington, DE; 
Jacksonville, FL Boise, ID; Chicago, IL 
Gary, IN; Davenport, IA; Wichita. KS: 
Lexington. KY; Baton Rouge, LA; 
Portland, ME; Annapolis, MD; Boston, 
MA; Detroit, MI; Duluth, MN; Jackson. 
MS; Kansas City, MO; Great Falls, MT; 
Lincoln, NE: Reno, NV; Manchester, NH; 
Jersey City, NJ; Santa Fe, NM; Albany. 
NY; Raleigh, NC; Grand Forks. ND: 
Akron, OH; Tulsa, OK; Portland, OR; 
Erie, PA; Providence RI; Spartanburg. 

SC; Sioux Falls, SD; Knoxville, TN: 
Dallas, TX; Salt Lake City.UT; 

Burlington. VT; Alexandria. VA; Seattle, 
WA; Milwaukee, WI; Huntington. WV; 
Laramie. WY. Supporting Shipper 
United Trucker's Services. Inc., 1385 Iris 
Drive. Conyers, GA 30208. 

MC 169586 (Sub-3-lTA), filed August 

1.1983. Applicant; ARTHUR WILLIS, 
db.a K K ft ] TRUCKING, P.O. Box 8432, 
Gary. TN 37615. Representative: Arthur 
Willis (same address os above). 
Contract* Irregular General 
commodities (except household goods, 
Classes A and B explosives, and 
commodities in bulk) between points in 
TN on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in GA. SC, NC. IL IN, and AL 
under continuing contract with The 
Holliston Mills. Inc. Supporting Shipper 
The Holliston Mills, Inc„ P.O. Box 478, 
Kingsport, TN 37662, 

MC 2934 (Sub-3-92TA), filed August 1, 
1983. Applicant: AERO MAYFLOWER 
TRANSIT COMPANY. INC.. 9998 North 
Michigan Road, Carmel, IN 46032. 
Representative; W. G. Lowry (same as 
above). Contract Irregular Household 
goods, furniture and fixtures, between 
points in the U.S. (excluding AK and HI), 
under continuing contracts with Norfolk 


Southern Corporation. 8 North Jefferson 
Street. Roanoke, VA 24042. Supporting 
Shipper: Norfolk Southern Corporation. 

8 North Jefferson Street, Roanoke. VA 
24042. 

MC 160266 (Sub-3-2TA), filed August 

1.1983. Applicant: JftO TRUCKING CO., 
INC., Post Office Box 755, Williams 
Street, Citronelle, AL 36522. 
Representative: Joseph P. Craft, 318 
Fourth Street, Citronelle, AL 36522. 
Forest products; lumber and wood 
products: pulp, paper, ond related 
products: building products, between 
points in AL LA, FL MS, and TX. 
Supporting Shipper Scott Paper 
Company, Mobile River Sawmill 
Division, 100 Military Road. Mt. Vernon, 
AL 36560. 

MC 2934 (Sub-93TA), filed August 1, 
1963. Applicant: AERO MAYFLOWER 
TRANSIT COMPANY, INC. 9998 North 
Michigan Road. Carmel, IN 46032. 
Representative: W. G. Lowry (same as 
above). Contract: Irregular Electronic 
equipment and electronic components or 
accessories; between Brooklyn Park, 

MN and points in the U.S. (excluding AK 
and HI), under continuing contracts with 
Network Systems Corporation, 7600 
Boone Avenue North, Brooklyn Park, 

MN 55428. Supporting shipper Network 
Systems Corporation, 7600 Boone 
Avenue North. Brooklyn Park. MN 
55428, 

The following applications were filed 
in Region 6. Send Protests to: Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Region 6 Motor 
Carrier Board, 211 Main St, Suite 501. 
San Francisco. CA 94105. 

MC 153263 (Sub-6-6TA), filed August 

3.1983. Applicant: ANGELYNES, INC., 
P.O. Box 563. Loveland, CO 80539 
Representative: Robert D. Brown. 401 B. 
50th St., Loveland. CO 80537. Contract 
Carrier irregular routes: Insulation 
products; from points in KS and TX to 
points in CO, NM, WY. under continuing 
contract with Manville Corporation, for 
270 days. Supporting shipper Manville 
Corporation, PO Box 5106, Ken Caryl 
Ranch, Denver. CO 80217. 

MC 96813 (Sub-6-2TA). filed August 2. 
1983. Applicant: FISK TRUCKING ft 
TRANSFER CO. P.O. Box 65978, Los 
Angeles, CA 90055. Representative: John 
T. Wirth, 717 17th St., Suite 2600, 

Denver. CO 80202-3357. (1) Marble. tile, 
and building materials, between points 
in CA on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in OK, TX. ID, MT, WY, 
NM and KS; and (2) machinery, between 
points in CA on the one hand, and. on 
the other, points in NE SD, ND. CO, UT, 
AZ. NV. WA. OR. TX. OK. KS, NM, MT, 
ID. and WY, for 270 days. Supporting 
shippers: Heidelberg West Inc., 138 W. 
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Harris, S. San Francisco, CA 94080; 
Walker & Zanger (West Coast) Ltd. 1832 
S. Brand Blvd, Glendale. CA 91204; 

Globe Marble & Tile. Inc., 7348 Bellaire 
Ave., N. Hollywood, CA 91805; and 
Marble Unlimited Inc* 14554 Keswick 
St., Van Nuys, CA 91405. 

MC 65685 (Sub-6-lTA), filed August 2, 
1983. Applicant; IMPERIAL VAN LINES, 
L\C. 2805 Columbia St, Torrance, CA 
90503. Representative: Alan F. 
Wchlstetter. 1700 K Street NW„ 
Washington. DC 20006. Contract carrier. 
irregular routes, household goods 
between points in the U.S. under 
continuing contxact(s) with Imperial Van 
Lines International. Inc. of Torrance. CA 
and its subsidiaries and affiliates for 270 
days. Supporting shipper Imperial Van 
Lines International. Inc., 2805 Columbia 
St., Torrance. CA 90503. 

MC 153002 (Sub-6-2TA). filed August 

2,1983. Applicant: BERT HARTWELL, 
db a. I and T TRUCK SERVICE. P.O.& 
392, Monteview. ID 83435 
Representative: (same as applicant). (1) 
Lumber and Wood Products, (2) 

Building Materials. (3) Metal Products. 
and (4) Machinery between points in ID, 
WA, OR, NV, CO. AZ, NM. TX. CA, MT. 
UT, WY. and OK. for 270 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 120 days 
authority. Supporting shipper 
Challenger Supply. Rt. #8, P.OJL 230. 
Idaho Falls, ID 83401. 

MC 108380 (Sub-6-8TA), filed August 

2.1983. Applicant: JOHNSTON’S FUEL 
LIVERS. INC, Box 100, New Castle. WY 
62701. Representative: M. A Andrade. 
3428 N. Washington Blvd., P.O. Box 
1240, Arlington, VA 22210. Animal feed 
and feed additives, between points in 
Scotts Bluff County, NE, on the one 
hand, and on the other, points in 
Sedgwick County, Co, for 270 days. 
Supporting shipper Great Western 
Sugar Company, 2000 Thanksgiving 
Tower. 1001 Elm St.. Dallas. TX 75201. 

MC 180611 (Sub-6-lTA), filed August 
Z 1983. Applicant: L AND L TOURS. 

INC.. 2399 West Sixth Street. San 
Bernardino, CA 92410. Representative: 

A Merle Sessions, 323 West Court St.. 
Suite 310, San Bernardino. CA 92401. 
Passengers, in charter operations, from 
points in CA to Las Vegas, NV for 270 
uays. Supporting shippers: General 
iHnamics. Pomona. CA and Elks Club, 
Redondo Beach. CA 
MC 151225 (Sub-B-15TA). filed August 

3.1983. Applicant: DON WARD. INC. 

241 West 56th Ave.. Denver. CO 80216. 
Representative: (same os applicant). 
Contract carrier, irregular route, 
crnmonium nitrate, between points in 
AZ, NM and UT for 270 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 120 days 
authority. Supporting shipper. Peabody 


Coal Company. 1300 South Yale. 
Falgstaff. AZ 86001. 

MC 169641 (Sub-6-lTA), filed August 

3.1983. Applicant: PEDRO M. YRAY. 
JR., 2940 S. W. Arnold St.. Portland. OR 
97219. Representative: (same as 
applicant). Food and related products 
between points in OR and WA end 
other points in the U.S. (excepting AX 
and HI), for 270 days. Supporting 
shippers: North Pacific Gann era & 
Packers, 4350 S.W. Gale wood. Lake 
Oswego. OR. 

Agatha L Mitrgenovich, 

Secretary. 

J YV Hoc 10-22lift Filed •-12-13.143 amt 

mi .uno cooe ras-oi-u 


Motor Carriers; Proposed Exemptions 

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Notices of Proposed 
Exemptions. 

summary: The motor carriers shown 
below seek exemptions pursuant to 49 
U.S.C. 11343(e), and the Commission's 
regulations in Ex Parte No. 400 (Sub-No. 
1). Procedures for Handling Exemptions 
Filed by Motor Carriers of Property 
Linder 49 U.S.C. 11343. 3Q7l.CC. 113 
(1982), 47 FR 53303 (November 24. 1982). 
dates: Comments must be received 
within 30 days after the date of 
publication in the Fedral Register. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Warren C. Wood. (202) 275-7977. 

supplementary INFORMATION: Please 
refer to the petition for exemption, 
which may be obtained free of charge by 
contacting petitioner's representative. In 
the alternative, the petition for 
exemption may be inspected at the 
offices of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission during usual business 
hours. 

By the Commission. Heber P. Hardy, 
Director, Office of Proceedings. 

Agatha L. Mergenovich. 

Secretary. 

Volume No. OPl-329 
Decided: August 9.1963. 

Bums Trucking, Inc.—Purchase 
Exemption—Sioux Transportation Co., 
Inc. (A Frank Baron. Trustee-in- 
Bankruptcy) 

(No. MC-F-15330J 
Bums Trucking, Inc. seeks an 
exemption from the requirement under 
section 11343 of prior regulatory 
approval for its purchase from the 
trustee in bankruptcy of Sioux 
Transportation Co., all of the irregular 
route operating authority found in No. 


MC-22301 and Sub-Nos. 1,13.19, 22, 23. 
and 3a 

Send comments to: 

(1) Office of the Secretary, Case Control 
Branch, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C, 20423 

and 

(2) Petitioner's representative: Jack L 
Shultz, Nelson & Harding. P.O. Box 
82028, Lincoln, NE 68501-2028. 
Comments should refer to No. MC-F- 

15330. 

Trumpet Transport Co.—Purchase 
Exemption—Condor Carrier, Inc. 

[No. MC-P-15335) 

Trumpet Transport Co. (Trumpet) 
(MC-164920F) seeks an exemption from 
the requirement under section 11343 of 
prior regulatory approval for its 
purchase of a portion of the operating 
rights of Condor Carrier, Inc. (Condor) 
(MC-144513), specifically its Sub-No. 

22X which involves the transportation of 
machinery, lumber, and wood products, 
building materials, metal products, pulp, 
paper, printed matter, rubber and plastic 
products and chemicals and related 
products, between (1) points in North 
Dakota. South Dakota, Oklahoma, 

Texas, Louisiana, Arkansas. Missouri 
Minnesota, and Illinois and (2) those 
points in the United States in and ea9t of 
Mississippi, Tennessee, Kentucky, 
Indiana, and Michigan, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in and east of 
North Dakota. South Dakota, Nebraska, 
Kansas. Oklahoma, and Texas. Trumpet 
also seeks to purchase the underlying 
authorities in Sub Nos. 5 and 16. 

Send Comments to: 

(1) Office of the Secretary, Case Control 
Branch, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington. D.C. 20423 

and 

(2) Bradford E. Kistler, P.O. Box 82028, 
Linclon. NE 88501-2028 

A. J. Swanson. P.O. Box 1103. Sioux 
Falls, SD 57101. 

United States Lines, Inc.—Continuance 
in Control Exemption—United States 
Lines Trucking, Inc. 

[No. MC-F-15359] 

United States Lines, Inc. (USL) Docket 
No. W-497 seeks an exemption from the 
requirement under section 11343 of prior 
regulatory approval of its continuance in 
control of United States Lines Trucking. 
Inc. (USLT) a non-carrier which has 
filed for authority in MC-169080. USL is 
a wholly owned subsidiary of First 
Colony Farms, Inc., which in turn is a 
completely owned subsidiary of McLean 
Industries, Inc. McLean Industries, Inc. 
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is privately owned by Maicom P. 

McLean Industries. Inc. is privately 
owned by Maicom P. McLean. 

Send comments to: 

(1) Office of the Secretary. Case Control 

Branch. Interstate Commerce 

Commission, Washington. DC 20423 

and 

(2) Harry J. Jordan. Suite 200,1090 

Vermont Avenue NW., Washington. 

DC 20005. 

United Cartage. Inc.—Purchase 
Exemption—Hi-Way Dispatch, Inc. 

IMC-F-153631 

United Cartage, Inc., seeks an 
exemption from the requirement under 
section 11343 of prior regulatory 
approval for its purchase of a portion of 
the operating rights of Hi-Way Dispatch. 
Inc. set forth in Certificate No. MC- 
119654 (Sub-Nos. 4, 34. 54. 63. 64, 70. 73. 
74, 88,91.92, 95, and 96). authorizing the 
irregular route transportation of (1) 
sweet cider, from Belding, MI to points 
in IN, OH, and part of IL (2) canned 
goods, unfrozen, from Hoopeston and 
Princcville. IL to points in IN, KY. OH, 
and the Lower Peninsula of MI; (3) apple 
Juice, vinegar, and water, in containers, 
from Coloma and Hartford, MI to points 
in IL, IN. OH. and WI. and materials, 
equipments, and supplies from the 
destination territory above to origin 
points; (4) tomatoes, tomato juice, 
ketchup, beans, com. peas, and 
sauerkraut, in containers, from Bluffton, 
IN to points in KY. IL MI. MO, OH, and 
Wl, and from Ohio City and Rockford, 
OH to points in IL, IN, KY. MI. MO, and 
WI. and materials and supplies, from the 
destination territory above to origin 
points; (5) foodstuffs (with exceptions), 
from the facilities of Campbell Soup 
Company at Napoleon. OH to points in 
IL. IN. KY, MI, and part of PA. and 
materials, equipment, and supplies, 

(with exceptions) from destination 
territory above to the origin point; (6) 
such commodities as are dealt in or used 
by manufacturers of glass, chinaware. 
plastic products and metal products 
(with exception), between points in IA, 
IL. IN, KY, ML MO, OH. PA. and WI; (7) 
such commodities as are dealt In or used 
by manufacturers of paper and paper 
products, (with an exception), between 
points in IL IN, KY. Ml. MO, OH, Wl, 
and part of PA: (8) containers, container 
closures, container components, 
glassware, packing products, scrap 
materials (with exceptions), and 
materials, equipment and supplies (with 
exceptions), between certain points in 
PA, and points in IL IN, OH. KY, MO. 
WL and MI; (9) foodstuffs (with an 
exception) and materials, equipment, 
and supplies (with an exception). 


between the facilities of Stokely-Van 
Camp, Inc., at or near Gibson City, 
Hoopeston and Rochelle, IL 
Indianapolis and Tipton. IN. Hart and 
Scottville, MI. Fairmont and Lakeland, 

MN, Norwalk and Paulding. OH. and 
Appleton, Columbus. Cumberland. 
Frederic and Plymouth, WL on the one 
hand. and. on the other, those points in 
the United States in and east of ND. SD, 

NE. KS. OK. and TX; (10) containers and 
accessories and materials, equipment 
and supplies (with exception), between 
points in IL LN, OH, MI. MO. KY, WI. 
and certain points in PA; (11) malt 
beverages, from points in IL OH, MI. 

KY. WI. and MO to points in IN, and 
materials, equipment, and supplies (with 
an exception), from the destination 
territory above to origin points: (12) 
household appliances, from the facilities 
of the Central Electric Company, at 
Louisville, KY, Appliance Park, to points 
in IL IN. MI, MO, OH. PA, and Wl, and 
materials, equipment and supplies, from 
the destination territory above to origin 
point; (13) such commodities as are dealt 
in or used by chain drug and food 
business houses (with an exception), 
between the facilities of Colgate- 
Palmolive Company, at Jeffersonville, 

IN. on the one hand, and. on the other* 
points in IL KY, Ml. MO. OH. PA. and 
WI; (14) electrical equipment and parts 
for televisions, radios, stereos, tape 
recorders, computers, video recorders, 
cabinet speakers, stereo speakers, and 
security systems, between the facilities 
of Zenith Radio Corporation, on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in IL IN. 
KY. MI, MO, OH, PA. and WI; and (15) 
chemicals, between points in IL IN. KY, 
ML MO. OH. PA, and WI: and (15) 
chemicals, between points in IL IN, KY, 
MI. MO. OH. PA. and WI. Hi-Way was 
previously issued authority to continue 
in control of United Cartage, a wholly 
owned subsidiary, in MC-F-14801. 

Send comments to: 

(1) Office of the Secretary. Case Control 
Branch. Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington. DC 20423 

and 

(2) Petitioners’ representative: Norman 
R. Garvin. Andrew K. Light. 1301 
Merchants Plaza, East Tower, 
Indianapolis. IN 46204. 

Comments should refer to No. MC-F- 
15363. 

Volume No. OP2-341 
Decided: August 3.1983. 


John E. Valterie, Sr., Albert E. Vallcr> 
Sr., Donald E. Vallerie, Raymond R. 
Vallerie, and William H. Flynn— 
Continuance in Control Exemption— 
Equip Corporation and Vallerie's 
Transportation Service, Inc. 

[No. MC-F-15360] 

John E. Vallerie, Sr., Albert E. 
Vallerie, Sr.. Donald E. Vallerie, 
Raymond R. Vallerie, and William H. 
Flynn, seek an exemption from the 
requirement under section 11343 of prior 
regulatory approval for the continuance 
in control of Vallerie's Transportation 
Service, Inc. (No. MC-75543), and Equip 
Corporation (No. MC-169396), upon 
institution of operations as a motor 
common carrier by the latter. 

Send Comments to: 

(1) Office of the Secretary. Case Control 
Branch. Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Washington, DC 20423 

and 

(2) Petitioner's representative: Raymond 
R. Vallerie, P.O. Box 880, Norwalk. CT 
06852. 

- Comments should refer to No. MC-F- 
15368. 

Note.— Equip Corporation has filed its 
initial directly-related application in No. MG- 
169396. 

Volume No. OP4F-526 
Decided: August 8,1963. 

(No. MC-F- 15373 ) 

North Canton Transfer Co.—Purchase 
Exemption—Eagle Transfer Company 

North Canton Transfer Co. (North 
Canton), of North Canton, OH, and 
Eagle Transfer Company (Eagle), of 
Philadelphia. PA, seek an exemption 
from the requirement under section 
11343 of prior regulatory approval for 
the purchase by North Canton of the 
operating rights of Eagle in No. MC- 
58968 (Sub-No. 2), authorizing the 
transportation of general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, and commodities in buk), 
between points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii). 

Send comments to: 

(1) Office of the Secretary, Case Control 
Branch. Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Washington, DC 20423 

and 

Petitioners' representatives: 

For Transferee: Boyd B. Ferris. Esq.. 50 
West Broad Street, Columbus, OH 
43215 

For Transferor. Michael A. Bloom, Esq 
22nd Floor. PSFS Building, 
Philadelphia, PA 19107. 
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Comments should refer to No. MC-F- 

15373. 

(F* Due 8*43191 Filed S-U-O. *45 «m| 

ruina coot tois-oms 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards; Proposed Meetings 

In order to provide advance 
information regarding proposed 
meetings of the ACRS Subcommittees 
and of the full Committee, the following 
preliminary schedule is published to 
reflect the current situation, taking into 
account additional meetings which have 
been scheduled and meetings which 
have been postponed or canceled since 
the last list of proposed meetings 
published July 18,1983 (48 FR 32710). 
Those meetings which are definitely 
scheduled have had, or will have, an 
individual notice published in the 
Federal Register approximately 15 days 
(or more) prior to the meeting. Those 
Subcommittee meetings for which it is 
anticipated that there will be a portion 
or all of the meeting open to the public 
are indicated by an asterisk (*). It is 
expected that the sessions of the full 
Committee meeting designated by an 
asterisk (*) will be open in whole or In 
part to the public. ACRS full Committee 
meetings begin at 8:30 a.m. and 
Subcommittee meetings usually begin at 
8 30 ajn. The time when items listed on 
Ihe agenda will be discussed during full 
Committee meetings and when 
Subcommittee meetings will start will be 
published prior to each meeting. 
Information as to whether a meeting has 
been firmly scheduled, canceled, or 
rescheduled, or whether changes have 
been made in the agenda for the 
September 1983 ACRS full Committee 
meeting can be obtained by a prepaid 
telephone call to the Office of the 
Executive Director of the Committee 
[telephone 202/034-3287. ATTN: 

Barbara Jo White) between 8:15 a.m. 
and 5:00 p.m,. Eastern Time. 

ACRS Subcommittee Meetings 

9 Meta! Components, August 17,1983, 
Washington, DC. The Subcommittee will 
n<?ar reports from industry on the 
detection and sizing of flaws and repair 
on intergranular stress corrosion 
cracking (IGSCC) in large diameter 
primary piping in BWRs. Notice of this 
feting was published July 27. 

'Human Factors, August 19,1983, 
Washington. DC. The Subcommittee will 
review the status of Emergency 
Procedure Guidelines and Emergency 


Operating Procedures. Notice of this 
meeting was published July 27. 

* Class 9 Accidents, August 23,1983. 
Washington. DC. The Subcommittee will 
review a draft set of the key regulatory 
issues which are related to severe 
accidents. The items to be discussed 
include the elements of the Severe 
Accident Research Program which 
address these issues. 

• Decay Heat Removal Systems, 
August 24 and 25,1983, Washington, DC. 
On August 24. the Subcommittee will 
discuss the Combustion Engineering 
Owners Group and NRC Staff 
recommendations concerning the 
installation of Power Operated Relief 
Values on the Combustion Engineering 
Power reactor systems. On August 25, 
the Subcommittee will also discuss two 
interim milestone reports for Task 
Action Plan A-45 concerning the 
grouping of light water reactors 
according to decay heat removal 
capability, and quantitative screening 
criteria for decay heat removal systems. 
Notice of this meeting was published 
August 2. 

• Safeguards and Security, August 30, 
1983, Washington, DC. The 
Subcommittee will review the proposed 
insider safeguards rules. The proposed 
rule package includes an Access 
Authorization Rule (screening 
requirements). Search Requirements 
Rule (pat-down search issue), and 
Miscellaneous Safeguards Related 
Amendments (access controls, vital area 
designation, etc.). 

•Human Factors, August 30.1983, 
Washington. DC. The Subcommittee will 
review proposed rules and regulatory 
guides required by Pub. L 97-425, 
''Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982,” 
Section 308, "Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission Training Authorization." 
These rules and regulatory guides relate 
to the training and qualification of 
individuals working at nuclear power 
plants. 

9 AC/DC Power Systems Reliability , 
Date to be determined (late August. 
Tentative). Washington, DC. The 
Subcommittee will discuss the status of 
the NRC Staff actions on Generic Issues 
B-56, "Diesel Reliability," and A-30, 
"Adequacy of Safety-Related DC Power 
Supplies." 

# Waste Management, September 9, 
1983, Richland, WA. The Subcommittee 
will continue its review on the basalt 
waste isolation project at the Hanford 
site and possibly review the DOE's draft 
site characterization plan for the 
proposed site if it is available by then. 

*Systematic Evaluation Program, 
September 20 and 21.1983. Traverse 
City, Ml. The Subcommittee will discuss 
with Consumers Power Company the 


systematic evaluation program for the 
Big Rock Point Plant and visit the plant 
site. 

* Reactor Radiological Effects, 
September 22.1983 (Tentative). 
Washington. DC. The Subcommittee will 
review 10 CFR Part 20 (final rule), Plan 
for Radiation and Health Effects, DOE 
Dose Reduction Working Group final 
report, draft Regulatory Guide on 
Bioassay for Tritium, AIF environmental 
programs, and other items as specified 
in the individual notice for the meeting. 

'Heating, Cooling, and Ventilation 
Systems, September 23.1983 (Tentative), 
Washington, DC. The Subcommittee will 
review General Electric’s response on 
control room habitability for GESSAR II 
design. Generic Safety Issue 1, Staffs 
progress report on resolution of control 
room habitability issues. 

•Fire Protection, September 23,1983, 
Washington, DC. The Subcommittee will 
review the current status of fire 
protection, and the effects of fire 
systems actuation on safety systems. 

# Emergency Core Cooling Systems 
(ECCS), September 29 and 30,1983, Palo 
Alto, CA. The Subcommittee will 
continue the review of the joint NRC/ 
B&W/EPRI integral-system test program. 

'Humhn Factors, Date to be 
determined (September. Tentative), 
Washington, DC. The Subcommittee will 
review the question of what 
qualifications would be desirable for 
members of a nuclear power plant 
operating staff. 

•Limerick Generating Station Units i 
and 2 , Date to be determined 
(September, Tentative), Limerick 
Township of Montgomery County, PA. 
The Subcommittee will review the 
application of the Philadelphia Electric 
Company (PECO) for an Operating 
License. 

'Regulatory Activities, October 12. 
1983. Washington, DC. The 
Subcommittee will review Regulatory 
Guide 1.28, Rev. 3, "Quality Assurance 
Program Requirements (Design and 
Construction)." 

'Meta! Components. October 12,1983, 
Washington, DC. The Subcommittee will 
review the NRC position on generic 
recommendations for steam generator 
tube integrity and multiple tube 
ruptures. 

'Extreme External Phenomena, 
October 20 and 21,1983 (Tentative), Los 
Angeles. CA (Tentative). The 
Subcommittee will conduct a workshop 
at which possible approaches to the 
quantification of seismic design margins 
will be discussed. 

'Metal Components, Date to be 
determined (October, Tentative), 
Washington. DC. The Subcommittee will 
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review the NRC position on integrity of 
steel bolts. 

% Midland Plant Units 1 and 2, Date to 
be determined (October. Tentative). 
Washington. DC. The Subcommittee will 
review Consumers Power Company’s 
plan for an audit of plant quality at 
Midland Plant Units 1 and 2. 

* Qualification Program for Safety- 
Related Equipment Date to be 
determined (October. Tentative). 
Washington. DC. The Subcommittee will 
discuss Regulatory Guide 1.89. 
'Qualification of Electrical Equipment 
Important to Safety in Nuclear Power 
Plants/* 

• Diablo Canyon, November 9,1983 
(Tenatative). Los Angeles, CA. The 
Subcommittee will review the design 
verification results and the significance 
of errors found and corrected at Diablo 
Canyon. 

ACRS Full Committee Meeting 

August 31-Scptember 2.1983: Items 
are tentatively scheduled. 

* Use of Power Operated Relief 
Valves (POR V) in Combustion 
Engineering, Inc . Type Nuclear Power 
Plants —ACRS comments regarding the 
need for PORVs. 

*B. Water Hammer —ACRS comments 
on the NRC Staff proposal for resolution 
of USIA-41. “Water Hammer." 

*C. Containment Emergency Sump 
Performance —ACRS Comments on NRC 
Staff proposal for resolution of USI A- 
43. “Containment Emergency Sump 
Performance/’ 

*D. Operating Personnel Training — 
ACRS comments on proposed NRC rules 
and regulatory guide on training and 
qualification of individuals working at 
nuclear power plants. 

•E. Safeguards and Security—ACRS 
comments on proposed NRC rule 
regarding security against insiders. 

*F. Severe Accident Policy and 
Related Research Program —Discussion 
with representatives of the NRC Staff 
regarding the delineation of regulatory 
issues necessary for the resolution of the 
severe accident issue. 

*G. Seismic Design Methodolgy — 
ACRS comments regarding 
consideration of the “Tau" effect in 
seismic design of nuclear facilities. 

• H. DC Power Supply —ACRS 
comments on proposed NRC • 
requirements regarding the reliability of 
the DC power supply in nuclear power 
plants. 

*L Activities of the Office of Nuclear 
Regulatory Research —Briefing by the 
Director of NRC Office of Nuclear 
Regulatory Research regarding activities 
of the Office. 

*J. Reactor Operating Experience — 
Briefing regarding deficiencies leading 


to Inspection and Enforcement 
Information Notices No. 83-07 and No. 
83-01 (non-conformative of materials to 
specifications) and Enforcement Action 
83-44 (Quad Cities management 
degradation). 

*K. ACRS Subcommittee Activities — 
Reports of designated subcommittee 
regarding current activities such as 
emergency procedures guidelines and 
emergency operating procedures. NRC 
safety research program and budget 
scope and nature of ACRS activities, 
and use of statistics in safety 
evaluation. 

*L Future ACRS Activities —Discuss 
anticipated ACRS Subcommittee 
activities and proposed Committee 
activities. 

October 13-15,1983—Agenda to be 
announced. 

November 17-19,1983—Agenda to be 
announced. 

Dated: August 10.1983. 

John C Hoyle. 

Advisory Committee Management Officer 

IKK Doc. 83-22283 Fife! 8-12-63 *45 ia| 

SIUJNO COOC 7590-01-U 


(Docket No. 50-328] 

Tennessee Valley Authority, 
Consideration of Issuance of 
Amendments to Facility Operating 
License and Proposed No Significant 
Hazards Consideration Determinations 
and Opportunity for Hearing 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission] is 
considering issuance of amendments to 
Facility Operating License No. DPR-79 
issued to Tennessee Valley Authority 
(the licensee), for operation of the 
Sequoyah Nuclear Plant, Unit 2. located 
in Hamilton County. Tennessee. 

One amendment bated on licensee 
letter dated 6/16/83, would delay by 
approximately 12 months the completion 
of four items identified in the Sequoyah 
Unit 2 license. The licensee cannot 
complete the four items within the 
planned 74 day outage for refueling and 
maintenance that began on July 15.1983, 
and maintain a high degree of quality of 
the other scheduled work as well as the 
safety of Unit 1 that will be operating 
during the Unit 2 outage. The manpower 
levels during the outage period were 
reviewed to assure that maximum 
trades and labor personnel limits had 
been properly established and that 
priorities of work were consistent with 
the overall requirements for safe plant 
operations. All delayed items are to be 
completed prior to restart after the 
second reload on Unit 2. Compensatory 
measures have been taken such that the 


delays involve no significant hazards 
consideration. The items are: 

(a) A post accident sampling system is 
required that has the capability to 
promptly obtain and perform 
radioisotopic snd chemical analysis of 
reactor coolant and containment 
atmosphere without excessive exposure 
to plant personnel. During this period for 
completing system modifications and 
equipment installation, sampling 
stations and interim procedures have 
been established to provide an 
acceptable level of primary coolant 
system activity measurements in the 
unlikely event a degraded core condition 
should occur. 

(b) Additional instrumentation is 
required that will accomplish 
particulate, iodine and noble gas 
monitoring inside containment during 
the course of an accident. Procurement 
of high range monitors for in- 
containment usage delayed the 
completion of the system design with 
the effect of delaying installation of 
equipment by the end of the current 
outage period. Interim acceptable 
measures are in effect whereby out-of- 
containment monitors are utilized to 
provide an adequate correlation of the 
outside containment radiation readings 
with in-containment radiation levels 
that are possible during the course of an 
accident. 

(c) Additional instrumentation or 
controls are required to supplement 
existing instrumentation in order to 
provide unambiguous, easy-to-interpret 
indication of inadequate core cooling. A 
reactor vessel level indicator needs to 
be installed. The reactor vessel level 
indicator and its associated 
instrumentation is part of the 
inadequate core cooling detection 
system that are being developed as a 
generic effort through the Westlnghouse 
owners' group. An important aspect of 
this item is the emergency procedures 
for the utilization of the system and the 
training of operators. Procedures and 
training are expected to be completed at 
the time of the installation of the 
Sequoyah reactor vessel level indicator 
Additional procedures are needed for 
Sequoyah since this plant has an upper 
head injection system which does not 
exist for most Westinghouse plants. 
Important elements of the inadequate 
core cooling detection system are 
already installed and operational which 
provide a satisfactory level of detection 
for the interim period. These are the 
primary coolant saturation monitors and 
the backup displays of the incore 
thermocouple temperature readouts up 
to the high temperatures that could 
occur during an accident. 
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1 (d) Upgrading the emergency support 

I facilities is required in order to fully 
I comply with guidelines established by 
I the NRC. The Technical Support Center 
I (TSC) is operational and it has the same 
I habitability requirements as the main 
■ control room with adequate 
I communications and data input for 
I handling emergency situations. The . 

I safety parameter display system has not 
I been installed in the main control room; 
I the TSC will not receive this type of 
I improved data input until the 
I installation of the system is complete. 

I The TSC facilities continue to be 
I adequate for full power operations. 

I Another amendment would change 
I the technical specifications for Unit 2 to 
I accommodate cycle 2 fuel reload 
I operations and other improvements to 
I plant operations. For this reload, sixty- 
I right new fuel assemblies will replace 
spent fuel from the first cycle. The new 
I assemblies arc the same as the 
I assemblies in place, except for minor 
I grid modifications to minimize 
I inrenictions of grid spacing during fuel 
I handling. Also some new burnable 
I absorber rods will be utilized in cycle 2 
I that have been previously accepted for 
use in other nuclear plants. As part of 
this fuel reload a number of technical 
ipecification changes to improve plant 
operations are also requested, which 
were considered and found acceptable 
for Unit 1 operations. Consideration will 
also be given for changing the limits on 
the upper and lower compartment 
temperatures (based on new LOCA 
analysis), removing operating 
restrictions on control rod operations, 
adding requirements on the 
hydrogen control system. Limiting 
conditions for purge supply and exhaust 
lines will be considered at a later time. 
This amendment was requested in the 
licensee’s application for amendment 
dated July 1.1983. 

Another amendment would change 
l^ e Unit 2 Technical Specifications 
yarding the testing of containment 
protective fuses from a destructive type 
testing to visual inspection. Every 18 
months, 10% of the protective fuses are 
to be tested to ensure their integrity. At 
Sequoyah there are three types of 
Protective fuses: 6900 and 480 volt fuses 
crimped inline and 480 volt fuses located 
L n C ^P type holders. Removal of the 
fuses for testing may compromise cable 
holder integrity. Unit 1 Technical 
bpecificationa have been modified to 
Permit visual inspection. This 
amendment was requested in the 
jeensee's application for amendment 
dated July 27. 1983. 

Before issuance of the proposed 
icense amendments the Commission 


will have made findings required by the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(the Act) and the Commission’s 
regulations. 

The Commission ha9 made a proposed 
determination that the amendment 
requests involve no significant hazards 
consideration. Under the Commission's 
regulations in 10 CFR 50.92, this means 
that operation of the facility in 
accordance with the proposed 
amendments would not (1) involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of 
a new or different kind of accident from 
any accident previously evaluated; or (3) 
involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The Commission has provided 
examples of amendments that are 
considered not likely to involve 
significant hazards consideration (48 FR 
14870). The amendments on the delayed 
items and protective fuses a rer 
represented by examples 2 and 4; 8nd 
the amendment on reload issues by 
examples 1-4. The requested 
amendments are represented by one of 
those below; 

1. A change resulting from a nuclear 
reactor core reloading, if no fuel 
assemblies significantly different from 
those found previously acceptable to the 
NRC for a previous core at the facility in 
question are involved. This assumes that 
no significant changes are made to the 
acceptance criteria for the technical 
specifications, that the analytical 
methods used to demonstrate 
conformance with the technical 
specifications and regulations are not 
significantly changed, and that NRC has 
previously found such methods 
acceptable. 

2. A change which either may result in 
some increase to the probability or 
consequences of a previously-analyzed 
accident or may reduce in some way a 
safety margin, but where the results of 
the change are clearly within all 
acceptable criteria with respect to the 
system or component specified in the 
Standard Review Plan: for example, a 
change resulting from the application of 
a small refinement of a previously used 
calculational model or design method. 

3. A relief granted upon demonstration 
of acceptable operation from an 
operating restriction that was imposed 
because acceptable operating restriction 
and the criteria to be applied to a 
request for relief have been established 
in a prior review and that it is justified 
in a satisfactory way that the criteria 
have been met. 

. 4. A change which either may result in 

some increase to the probability or 


consequences of a previously analyzed 
accident or may reduce in some way a 
safety margin, but where the results of 
the change are clearly within all 
acceptable criteria with resect to the 
system or component specified in the 
Standard Review Plan. 

The Commission is seeking public 
coments on these proposed 
determinations. Any comments received 
within 30 days after the date of 
publication of this notice will be 
considered in making any final 
determinations. The Commission will 
not normally make a final determination 
unless it receives a request for a 
hearing. 

Comments should be addressed to the 
Secretary of the Commission, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attn; Docketing 
and Service Branch. 

By September 14.1983, the licensee 
may file a request for a hearing with 
respect to issuance of the amendments 
to the subject facility operating license 
and any person whose interest may be 
affected by this proceeding and who 
wishes to participate as a party in the 
proceeding must file a written petition 
for leave to Intervene. Requests for 
hearings and petitions for leave to 
intervene shall be Hied in accordance 
with the Commission’s ’’Rules of 
Practice for Domestic Licensing 
Proceedings" in 10 CFR Part 2. If 
requests for hearings or petitions for 
leave to intervene are filed by the above 
date, the Commission or an Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Board, designated 
by the Commission or by the Chairman 
of the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board Panel, will rule on the requests 
and/or petition and the Secretary of the 
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board will issue a notice of hearing or 
an appropriate order. 

As required by 10 CFR 2.714. a 
petition for leave to intervene shall set 
forth with particularity the interest of 
the petitioner In the proceeding, and 
how that Interest may be affected by the 
results of the proceeding. The petition 
should specifically explain the reasons 
why intervention should be permitted 
with particular reference to the 
following factors: (1) The nature of the 
petitioner's right under the Act to be 
made a party to the proceeding (2) the 
nature and extent of the petitioner's 
property, financial, or other interest in 
the proceeding, and (3) the possible 
effect of any order which may be 
entered in the proceeding on the 
petitioner’s interest. The petition should 
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the 
subject matter of the proceeding as to 
which petitioner wishes to intervene. 
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Any person who has filed a petition for 
leave to intervene or who has been 
admitted as a party may amend the 
petition without requesting leave of the 
Board up to fifteen (15) days prior to the 
first prehearing conference scheduled in 
the proceeding, but such an amended 
petition must satisfy the specificity 
requirements described above. 

Not later then fifteen (15) days prior to 
the first prehearing conference 
scheduled in the proceeding, a petitioner 
shall file a supplement to the petition to 
intervene which must include a list of 
the contentions which are sought to be 
litigated in the matter, and the bases for 
each contention set forth with 
reasonable specificity. Contentions shall 
be limited to matters within the scope of 
the amendment under consideration. A 
petitioner who fails to file such a 
supplement which satisfies these 
requirements with respect to at least one 
contention will not be permitted to 
participate as a party. 

Those permitted to intervene become 
parties to the proceeding, subject to any 
limitations In the order granting leave to 
intervene, and have the opportuntiy to 
participate fully in the conduct of the 
hearing, including the opportunity to 
present evidence and cross-examine 
witnesses. 

If a hearing is requested, the 
Commission will make a final 
determination on the issue of no 
significant hazards consideration. The 
final determination will serve to decide 
when the hearing is held. 

If the final determination is that the 
amendment request involves no 
significant hazards consideration, the 
Commission may issue the amendment 
and make it effective, notwithstanding 
the request for a hearing. Any hearing 
held would take place after issuance of 
the amendment. 

If the final determination is that the 
amendment involves a significant 
hazards consideration, any hearing held 
would take place before the issuance of 
any amendment. 

Normally, the Commission will not 
issue the amendment until the 
expiration of the 30-day notice period. 
However, should circumstances change 
during the notice period such that failure 
to act in a timely way would result for 
example, in derating or shutdown of the 
facility, the Commission may issue the 
license amendment before the 
expiration of the 30-day notice period, 
provided that its final determination is 
that the amendment involves no 
significant hazards consideration. The 
final determination will consider all 
public and State comments received. 


Should the Commission take this action, 
it will publish a notice of issuance and 
provide for opportunity for a hearing 
after issuance. The Commission expects 
that the need to take this action will 
occur very infrequently. 

A request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene must be filed with 
the Secretary of the Commission. U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: 
Docketing and Service Branch, or may 
be delivered to the Commission's Public 
Document Room. 1717 H Street. NW., 
Washington, D.C.. by the above date. 
Where petitions are filed during the last 
ten (10) days of the notice period, it is 
requested that the petitioner promptly so 
inform the Commission by a toll-free 
telephone call to Western Union at (800) 
325-6000 (in Missouri (800) 342-6700). 
The Western Union operator should be 
given Datagram Identification Number 
3737 and the following message 
addressed to Elinor G. Adensam: 
petitioner's name and telephone 
number, date petition was mailed: plant 
name: and publication date and page 
number of this Federal Register notice. 

A copy of the petition should also be 
sent to the Executive Legal Director, 

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555. and to Mr. 
Herbert S. Sanger. Jr.. Esq.. General 
Counsel. Tennessee Valley Authority. 
400 Commerce Avenue, E11B 33. 
Knoxville. Tennessee 37902. attorney for 
the licensee. 

Nontimely filings of petitions for leave 
to intervene, amended petitions, 
supplemental petitions and/or requests 
for hearing will not be entertained 
absent a determination by the 
Commission, the presiding officer or the 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
designated to rule on the petition and/or 
request that the petitioner has made a 
substantial showing of good cause for 
the granting of a late petition and/or 
request. That determination will be 
based upon a balancing of the factors 
specified in 10 CFR 2.714(a)(l)(iHv) and 
2.714(d). 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see the applications for 
amendment which are available for 
public inspection at the Commission's 
Public Document Room. 1717 H Street. 
NW.. Washington. D.C.. and at the 
Chattanooga-Hamilton County 
Bicentennial Library, 1001 Broad Street. 
Chattanooga. Tennessee 37401. 

Dated at Bethcsda. Maryland, this 9th day 
of August 1983. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Elinor G. Adensam. 

Chief Licensing Branch No. 4, Division of 
Licensing. 

[PR Doc 83-22255 FUrd 5-12-43; 145 un| 

SILLING COOt 7550-41-41 


I Docket Nos. 50-336 A 50-339-OLA-1; 50- 
333 & 50-339-0 LA-2 J 

Virginia Electric and Power Co. (North 
Anna Power Station, Units 1 and 2); 
Assignment of Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Appeal Board 

Notice is hereby given that in 
accor danc e with the authority conferred 
by 10 CFR 2.787(a), the Chairman of the 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal 
Panel has assigned the following panel 
members to serve as the Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Appeal Board for these 
operating license amendment 
proceedings: Alan S. Rosenthal. 
Chairman: Gary J. Edles; Dr. Reginald L 
Gotchy. 

Dated: August 9.1983. 

C. (ean Shoemaker, 

Secretory to the Appeal Board. 

(KR Doc 22284 PU#d 5-12-43 545 mb] 

SILLING COOC 7550-0V-N 


PACIFIC NORTHWEST ELECTRIC 
POWER AND CONSERVATION 
PLANNING COUNCIL 

Columbia River Basin Fish and Wildlife, 
Program; Recommendations for 
Amendment 

agency: Pacific Northwest Electric 
Power and Conservation Planning 
Council. 

action: Columbia River Basin Fish and 
Wildlife Program: Request for 
Recommendations for Amendment 

summary: In this notice, the Pacific 
Northwest Electric Power and 
Conservation Planning Council ("the 
Council") requests submission of 
recommendations for amendment of its 
Columbia River Basin Fish and Wildlife 
Program, announces the availability of a 
draft application form for review and 
comment, and provides information on 
availability of a final application form 
DATES: Recommendations for 
amendment must be received in the 
Council's central office by 5 p.m. 
November 15,1983. Recommendations 
not received by that time will not be 
accepted. Commnets on the draft 
application form are due by 5 p.m. 
September 16,1983: final applications 
will be available, upon request, on 
October 1,1983. 
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■ aooress: 700 Southwest Toyior Street, 

■ Suite 200, Portland, Oregon 97205. 

II FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

I| fanis Chrisman. Director of the Division 
I cf Fish and Wildlife, 700 Southwest 

■ Taylor Street Portland, Oregon 97205. 

|| SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

|| November 15,1982, the Council adopted 
I * program designed to protect mitigate 
|| and enhance fish end w ildlife affected 

■ by the development and operation of 
1 hydroelectric projects in the Columbia 
| River Basin. It adopted the program in 
I accordance with its authority under the 
|| pacific Northwest Electric Power 

|| Planning and Conservation Act 18 
I| U.S C. 829 et seq (‘The Northwest Power 
|| Art ) In section 1400 of its program, the 

I Council indicated that it would consider 
|| applications for amendment of the 

|| program on November 15,1983 and that 

I I tt would provide an amendment 
|| application form prior to that date. 

I Thu Council hereby requests 

|l submission of recommendations for 
|| amendment of the program. Such 
|| recommendations must be received in 
| the Council's central office, 700 
|' Southwest Taylor Street, Portland, 

| Oregon 97205, by 5 p m.. November 15, 

| 1982. The Council will not consider 

| recommendations unless they arO' 

| received by that date and submitted on 
| the council's amendment application 

■ form. 

| Kocommendations may be submitted 

II by Indian tribes, federal and state fish 
I and wildlife agencies, water 

I management agencies, electric power 
| producing agencies and their customers. 
| and members of the public. To be 
| accepted for consideration by the 

| Council, the recommendations must 

I rnret the standards established by the 
I Northwest Power Act. Section 4(h)(2) of 
| 'hat Act states that recommendations 
must be for 

| 1 Measures which can be expected to 

| be implemented by the Administrator. 

I using authorities under the Northwest 
I Power Act and other laws, and other 
I • ederal agencies to protect, mitigate. 
a nd enhance fish and wilflife, including 
related spawning grounds and habitat, 
'dfocted by the development and 
operation of any hydroelectric project 
on the Columbia River and its 
tributaries. 

2 Objectives for the development and 
operation of hydroelectric projects on 
|he Columbia River and its tributaries in 
H manner designed to protect, mitigate. 
an f* enhance fish and wildlife; and 
T Fish and wildlife management 
coordination and research and 
development (including funding) which, 
among other things, will assist 
i Section, mitigation, and enhancement 


of anadromous fish at, and between, the 
Pacific Northwest's hydroelectric dams. 

Section 4(h)(3) of the Act further 
provides that ”[a]li recommendations 
shall be accompanied by detailed 
information and data in support of the 
recommendations”. 

Copies of the amendment application 
form will be available October 1,1983. 
Requests for amendment application 
forms may be made by writing to Janie 
Pearcy at the Council's address 
provided above or by calling her at 503- 
222-5181 (toll-free 1-800-222-3355 from 
Idaho, Montana and Washington; toll- 
free 1-800-452-2324 from Oregon). 
Copies of the program also are available 
from Ms. Pearcy. 

Members of the Council staff are in 
the process of developing the 
amendment application form. 

Individuals who wish to review and 
comment on the draft application form 
may request a copy from Ms, Pearcy, at 
the address and telephone numbers 
given above. Any comments on the draft 
application form must be submitted in 
writing to Janis Chrisman, Director of 
the Division of Fish and Wildlife, by 5 
p.m. September 16,1983. 

James Fell. 

Acting Director. 

|K* Dot 0-22M8 F,bd S-tS-A MS mm[ 
saxiNO coot oooe-oe- 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

l File No. 22-125991 

Wilson Foods Corp. (a Delaware 
Corporation); Application and 
Opportunity for Hearing 

August 9.1983. 

Notice is hereby given that Wilson 
Foods Corporation (a Delaware 
corporation) ("Wilson Foods”) has filed 
an application under clause (ii) of 
Section 310(b)(1) of the Trust Indenture 
Act of 1939 (the “Act”) for a finding by 
the Securities and Exchange 
Commission that the trusteeships of 
Manufacturers Hanover Trust Company 
under two indentures, both heretofore 
qualified under the act, are not so likely 
to involve a material conflict of interest 
as to make it necessary in the public 
Interest or for the protection of investors 
to disqualify Manufacturers Hanover 
Trust Company from acting as trustee 
under either of the indentures. 

Section 310(b) of the Act provides. 
inter alia, that if a trustee under an 
indenture qualified under the Act has or 
shall acquire any conflicting interest (as 
defined in the Section), it shall within 
ninety days after ascertaining that it has 


such conflicting interest either eliminate 
such conflicting interest or resign. 
Subsection (1) of this Section provides, 
with certain exceptions, that a trustee is 
deemed to have a conflicting interest if 
it is acting as trustee under another 
indenture of the same obligor. However, 
pursuant to clause (ii) of subsection (1), 
there may be excluded from the 
operation of this provision another 
indenture or indentures under which 
other securities of such obligor are 
outstanding, if the issuer shall have 
sustained the burden of proving on 
application to the Commission, and after 
opportunity for hearing thereon, that 
trusteeship under the indentures is not 
so likely to involve a material conflict of 
interest as to make it necessary in the 
public interest or for the protection of 
investors to disqualify such trustee from 
acting as trustee under either of the 
Indentures. 

Wilson Foods alleges that: 

Wilson Foods Corporation ("Wilson 
Foods”), a Delaware corporation, has 
issued an outstanding $18,740,000 
principal amount of its 8%% Sinking 
Fund Debentures Due June 1,1997 (the 
"June 1972 Debentures”)\inder an 
Indenture, dated as of June 1,1972 (the 
"June 1972 Indenture”), between Wilson 
Foods and Manufacturers Hanover 
Trust Company. Trustee. The June 1972 
Indenture was filed as Exhibit 4(a) to the 
Registration Statement Na 2-44173 of 
Wilson Foods under the Securities Act 
of 1933 and has been qualified under the 
Trust lndenture Act of 1939, 

2. Wilson Foods has issued and there 
is presently outstanding $20,961,000 
principal amount of Wilson Foods 7%% 
Sinking Fund Debentures Due March t, 
1997 (the “March 1972 Debentures”) 
under an Indenture dated as of March 1, 
1972 (the "March 1972 Indenture”), 
between Wilson Foods and Citibank, 
N.A., Trustee. The March 1972 Indenture 
was filed was Exhibit 4(a) to 
Registration Statement No. 2-43041 of 
Wilson Foods under the Securities Act 
of 1933 and has been qualified under the 
Trust Indenture Act of 1939. 

3. Citibank, on May 2.1983, gave 
written notice to Wilson Foods of its 
resignation as Trustee under the March 
1972 Indenture because of a conflict of 
interest arising under the March 1972 
Indenture. W r ilson Foods has requested 
Manufacturers Hanover Trust Company 
to accept appointment as Successor 
Trustee under the March 1972 Indenture. 

4. As required by Section 3.10(b) of 
the Trust Indenture Act of 1939, Section 
7.08 of the June 1972 Indenture provides 
in applicable part as follows: 

(a) If the Trustee has or shall acquire any 
conflicting interest, as defined in this Section 
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7.08, it shall. within 90 days after ascertaining 
that it has such conflicting interest, either 
eliminate such conflicting interest or resign in 
the manner and with the effect specified in 
Section 7.10. 

fb) In the event that the Trustee shall fail to 
comply with the provisions of subsection (a) 
of this Section 7.08, the Trustee shall, within 
10 days after the expiration of such 90-d8y 
period, transmit notice of such failure to the 
Debentureholders in the manner and to the 
extent provided in subsection (c) of Section 
5.04. 

(c) For the purposes of this Section 7.08 the 
Trustee shall be deemed to have a conilicing 
interest if 

(1) the Trustee is trustee under another 
indenture under which any other securities, 
or certificates of interest or participation in 
any other securities, unless such other 
indenture is a collateral trust identure under 
which the only collateral consists of 
Debentures issued under this Indenture, 
provided that there shall be excluded from 
the operation of this paragraph any other 
indenture or indentures under which other 
securities, or certificates of interest or 
participation in other securities of the 
Company are outstanding if (i) this Indenture 
and such other indenture or (dentures are 
wholly unsecured and such other indenture 
or indentures are hereafter qualified under 
the Trust Indenture Act of 1939, unless the 
Securities and Exchange Commission shall 
have found and declared by order pursuant to 
subsection (b) of Section 305 or subsection (c) 
of Section 307 of the Trust Indenture Act of 
1939 that differences exist between the 
provisions of this Indenture and the 
provisions of such other indenture or 
indentures which are so likely to involve a 
material conflict of interest as to make it 
necessary in the public interest or for the 
protection of investors to disqualify the 
Trustee from acting as such under this 
Indenture or such other indenture or 
indentures, or (ii) the Company shall have 
sustained the burden of proving, on 
application to the Securities and Exchange 
Commission and after opportunity for hearing 
thereon, that the trusteeship under this 
Indenture and such other indenture or 
indentures is not so likely to involve a 
material conflict of interest as to make it 
necessary in the public interest or for the 
protection of investors to disqualify the 
Trustees from acting as such under one of 
such indentures. 

5. If manufacturers Hanover Trust 
Company accepts the appointment as 
Successor Trustee under the March 1972 
Indenture it will have a conflict of 
interest within the meaning of Section 
7.08(c)(1) of the June 1972 Indenture 
because that Section does not explicitly 
exclude from the operation of paragraph 
(c)(1) thereof the March 1972 Indenture. 

6. The March 1972 Debentures and the 
June 1972 Debentures are all wholly 
unsecured and of equal rank. 
Accordingly, in the opinion of Wilson 
Foods the trusteeships of Manufacturers 
Hanover Trust Company under the 
March 1972 Indenture and the June 1972 


Indenture are not so likely to involve a 
materia] conflict of interest as to make it 
necessary in the public interest or for 
the protection of investors that 
Manufacturers Hanover Trust Company 
be disqualified from acting as trustee 
under the March 1972 Indenture and the 
June 1972 Indenture. 

7. Wilson Foods hereby waives notice 
of hearing, hearing, and any and all 
rights to specify procedures under the 
Rules of Practice of the Securities and 
Exchange Commission in connection 
with the matter referred to herein. 

8. Wilson Foods has not made the 
interest payment due June 1.1983 on the 


For a more detailed account of the 
matters of fact and law asserted, all 
persons are referred to said application, 
which is a public document on file in the 
offices of the Commission at the Public 
Reference Room. 1100 L Street N.W., 
Washington. D.C 

Notice is further given that any 
interested person may. not later than 
September 2,1983, request in writing 
that a hearing be held on such matter, 
stating the nature of his interest, the 
reasons for such request and the issues 
of law or fact raised by such application 
which he desires to controvert, or he 
may request that he be notified if the 
Commission should order a hearing 
thereon. Any such request should be 
addressed: Secretary, Securities and 
Exchange Commission, Washington, 

D.C 20549. At any time after said date, 
the Commission may issue an order 
granting the application, upon such 
terms and conditions as the Commission 
may deem necessary or appropriate in 
the public interest and the interest of 
investors, unless a hearing is ordered by 
the Commission. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporation Finance, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary . 

pH Doc 93-22275 Filed S-12-SX 8 45 ana) 

St LUNG COOK S010-01-M 


June 1972 Debentures as a result of its 
filing a voluntary petition under Chapter 
11 of the Federal Bankruptcy Code in the 
Federal Bankruptcy Court for the 
Western District of Oklahoma (the 
"Court"), Such interest payment and the 
interest payment to become due 
September 1.1983 for the March 1972 
Debentures will be made in accordance 
with the plan of reorganization, which is 
still in preparation, after such plan has 
been approved by the appropriate 
committees and the Court 

9. The terms of the June 1972 
Indenture and the March 1972 Indenture 
are identical except as follows: 


IFWaNoj 22-12838] 

Seafirst Corp.; Application and 
Opportunity for Hearing 

August 9,1983. 

Notice is hereby given that Seafirst 
Corporation (the "Company") has filed 
an application pursuant to clause (ii) of 
Section 310(b)(1) of the Trust Indenture 
Act of 1939, as amended, (the "Act") for 
a finding by the Securities and Exchange 
Commission (the "Commission") that 
the successor trusteeship of J. Henry 
Schroder Bank & Trust Company 
("Schroder") under two indentures 
qualified under the Act is not so likely to 
involve a material conflict of interest ai 
to make it necessary In the public 
interest or for the protection of investors 
to disqualify Schroder from acting as 
successor trustee under either of such 
indentures. 

Section 310(b) of the Act provides in 
part that if a trustee under an Indenture 
qualified under the Act has or shall 
acquire any conflicting interest (as 
defined in the section), it shall, within 
ninety days after ascertaining that it has 
such conflicting interest, either eliminate 
such conflicting interest or resign. 
Subsection (1) of this Section of the Act 
provides, with certain exceptions stated 
therein, that a trustee under a qualified 
indenture shall be deemed to have a 
conflicting interest if such trustee is 
trustee under another indenture of the 
same obligor. 


Terms 1 

June 1072 indenftjre 

Merer* 1972 indentire 

Inumi rsts 

OS percent 

7% percent 

WJeon Food* Corporator) Cluocm*r tc 
WVeorvSmde* Co) 

Gttw*, HA. pormerty Firsl Moor* 
Qty Bar*) 

MttC* 1. 1972. 

March 1. 1997 

936,000.000 

|f .- 

W*on Food* Corpora** (Successor to 
Wfaon Certified Food*) 

Manufacturers Hanover Trust Company 

Trustee. 

IrrtOTtiss dfets,. . 

June 1. 1972_ .. .. . 

Out dtit .... . 

Jura 1 1997. _ ... ........ 


125 000 000 

String fund payment schedule 

Prermen of 106-100 percent_ 

Preneyro of 107-100 percent 
tl.750.000. 

Payments 

S’000 





' rUMtiod terms wy mch m iJdviNi, reosmpeon date* and i<wm cost*. 
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However, pursuant to clause (ii) of 
I subsection (1). there may be excluded 
from the operation of this provision 
mother indenture or indentures under 
which other securities of such obligor 
ire outstanding, If the issuer shall have 
lustained the burded of proving on 
ipplication to the Commission, and after 
opportunity for hearing thereon, that the 
trust ceships under the indentures are 
not so likely to involve a material 
conflict of interest to make it necessary 
in the public interest or for the 
protection of investors to disqualify such 
trustee from acting as trustee under any 
roch indentures. 

The Company alleges that: 

1. The Company had outstanding as of 
July 22, 1983 $44,950,000 of its 9V4% 
Sinking Fund Debentures due 2001 (the 

Debentures") issued under an 
indenture dated as of June 1,1976 (the 
’1976 Indenture"), between the 
Company and Citibank. N.A. 

('‘Citibank"), which was heretofore 
qualified under the Act The Debentures 
were registered under the Securities Act 
of 1833. 

2. The Company had outstanding as of 
July 22, 1983 $50,000,000 of its 10Vfe% 

Notes Due 1990 (the "Notes") issued 
under an indenture dated as of June 1, 
1900 (the "1980 tndenture ,r ), between the 
Company and Manufacturers Hanover 
Trust Company ("Manufacturers") 
which was heretofore qualified under 
the Act The Notes were registered 
under the Securities Act of 1933. 

3. On June 6,1983 Schroder was 
appointed the successor trustee under 
the i960 Indenture. 

4. The Company appointed Schroder 
to act as successor trustee under the 
197C Indenture on July 22.1983. The 
Instrument of Resignation. Appointment 
and Acceptance dated as of July 22.1983 
an long the Company, Citibank and 
Schroder, by which Schroder was 
appointed successor trustee under the 
1976 Indenture and accepted its 
appointment thereunder provides that, if 
Prior to October 20.1903. the 
Commission does not issue an order 
under Section 310(b)(l)(u) of the Act 
’hat Schroder is not disqualified from 
acting as successor trustee. Schroder 
Bhali resign, and upon such resignation 
by Schroder, the Company shall 
promptly appoint Citibank as successor 
rustee under the 1976 Indenture and 

^kank shall accept such appointment 
> The Company is not in default 
under either of the indentures. 

. 6 \ Company's obligations under 
toe indentures and the securities issued 
ereunder are wholly unsecured and 
r ^k pan passu inter se. There are no 
to^lerial difterences between the 1976 
indenture and the 1980 Indenture except 


for variations as to aggregate principal 
amounts, dates of issue, maturity and 
interest payment dates, interest rates, 
redemption prices and sinking fund 
provisions. 

7. The provisions of the 
aforementioned indentures are not so 
likely to involve a material conflict of 
interest so as to make it necessary in the 
public interest or for the protection of 
any holder of any of the securities 
issued under such indentures to 
disqualify Schroder from continuing to 
act as successor trustee under the 1976 
and the 1980 Indenture. 

The Company has waived notice of 
hearing, hearing and any and all rights 
to specify procedures under the Rules of 
Practice of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission in connection with this 
matter. 

For more detailed statement of the 
matters of fact and law asserted, all 
persons are referred to said application 
which is on file in the offices of the 
Commission’s Public Reference Section. 
450 Fifth Street. N.W., Washington, D.C, 
20549. 

Notice is further given that any 
interested person may. not later than 
August 30.1983 request in writing that a 
hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his Interest, the reasons for 
such request and the issues of law or 
fact raised by such application which he 
desires to controvert or he may request 
that he be notified if the Commission 
should order a hearing thereon. Any 
such request should be addressed: 
Secretary. Securities and Exchange 
Commission, 450 Fifth Street N.W.. 
Washington. D.C. 20549. At any time 
after said date, the Commission may 
issue an order granting the application, 
upon such terms and conditions as the 
Commission may deem necessary or 
appropriate in the public interest and 
the interest of investors, unless a 
hearing is ordered by the Commission. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Corporation Finance, pursuant lo delegated 
authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc 9S-22374 FlWd fctt am) 
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SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
[License No. 09/14-0074) 

Krasne Fund for Small Business, Inc.; 
Surrender of License 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to Section 107.105 of the Small Business 
Administration (SBA) Rules and 
Regulations governing Small Business 


Investment Companies (13 CFR 107.105 
(1983)), Krasne Fund for Small Business. 
Inc., 432 Atiujz Drive, Suite 4. Los 
Angeles, California 90048, has 
surrendered its License No. 09/14-0074, 
issued by the SBA on December 10. 

1962. 

Krasne Fund for Small Business. Inc., 
has complied with all conditions set 
forth by SBA for surrender of its license. 
Therefore, under the authority vested by 
the Small Business Investment Act of 
1958, as amended, and pursuant to the 
above-cited Regulation, the license of 
Krasne Fund for Small Business, Inc., is 
hereby accepted and it is no longer 
licensed to operate as a Small Business 
Investment Company. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 59.011, Small Business 
Investment Companies) 

Dated: July 28.1083. 

Robert G. Lineberry, 

Deputy A associate Administrator for 
Investment 

fFR Due SW21S2 Piiad S-U SX MS *mj 
MUJMQ COOC S025-0I-N 


(License No. 04/05-0011) 

Vicksburg Small Business Investment 
Company; Application for Approval of 
a Conflict of Interest Transaction 

Notice is hereby given that Vicksburg 
Small Business Investment Company 
(Vicksburg). 302 First National Bank 
Bldg., Vicksburg. Mississippi 39180. a 
Federal Licensee under the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958, as 
amended (Act). (15 U.S.C. 661 ttseq .), 
has filed an application with the Small 
Business Administration (SBA), 
pursuant to Section 107.1004 of the 
SBA’s Rules and Regulations governing 
small business investment companies 
(13 CFR 107.1004(1983)). for approval of 
a conflict of interest transaction falling 
within the scope of the above section of 
the Regulations. 

Subject to such approval. Vicksburg 
proposes to provide financing to TAJ 
Utility Company. Inc, (TAJ). TAJ is 
owned 50 percent each by Messrs. 
Ernest Thomas and George labour. Jr. 

The proposed financing is brought 
within the purview of Section 107.1004 
of the Regulations because Mr. Thomas 
is a director of Vicksburg. He owns less 
than one percent of Vicksburg's stock. 
The terms of the proposed financing are 
no more favorable than the terms of 
other financings provided by Vicksburg 
to other small concerns. 

Notice is hereby given that interested 
persons may. not later than fifteen days 
from the date of this notice, submit to 
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SEA, in writing, relevant comments on 
the proposed transaction. Any such 
communication should be addressed to: 
Deputy Associate Administrator for 
Investment, U.S, Small Business 
Administration. 1441 "L" Street, NW„ 
Washington. D.C. 20416. After 
expiration of the fifteen days, SBA may 
dispose of this application on the basis 
of the information contained therein, the 
comments (if any) which are received, 
and other relevant data. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 50.011, Smell Business 
Investment Companies) 

Dated: August 5,1983. 

Robert G. lineberry. 

Deputy Associate Administrator for 
investment 

fFR Doc. S9~Smi nittf S-ll-aSc *45 cm] 

Billing coot «Q 2 $~oi-m 


(License No. 03/03-5156] 

Basic Investment Corp..; Issuance of a 
Small Business Investment Company 
License 

On December 23,1982, a notice was 
published in the Fedora] Register (47 FR 
57382) stating that an application has 
been filed by Basic Investment 
Corporation, 8723 Whittier Avenue, 
McLean, Virginia 22101, with the Small 
Business Administration (SBA) pursuant 
to S 107.102 of the Regulations governing 
small business investment companies 
(13 CFR 107.102 (1982)) for a license as a 
small business investment company. 

Interested parties were given until 
close of business on January 7,1983, to 
submit their comments to SBA. No 
comments were received. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to Section 301(d) of the Small Business 
Investment Act of 1958, as amended, 
after having considered the application 
and all other pertinent information, SBA 
issued License No. 03/03-5156 to Basic 
Investment Corporation to operate as a 
small business investment company. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 59.011, Small Business 
Investment Companies) 

Dated: August 9,1983. 

Robert G. Lineberry, 

Deputy Associate Administrator for 
Investment 

|FM Doc 6S-222S1 FU*4 *>12-43; *49 *a) 

SILLING COOC 6025-01-41 


Region VII—Advisory Council Meeting; 
Public Meeting 

The Small Business Administration 
Region Vll Advisory Council, located in 
the geographical area of Kansas City, 
will held a public meeting at 9:00 a.m., 
Friday. September 16,1983, at the 
Scarritt Building. 818 Grand Avenue. 

(3rd Floor). Kansas City, Missouri, to 
discuss such matters as may be 
presented by members, staff of the U.S. 
Small Business Administration, or 
others present. 

For further information, write or call 
Patrick E. Smythe, District Director, U.S. 
Small Business Administration, Fourth 
Floor, Scarritt Building. 818 Grand 
Avenue, Kansas City, Missouri 84106, 
(818) 374-5557. 

Jean M. Nowak, 

Director. Office of Advisory Councils. 

August 9,1963 

(Pit Doc 61-22282 PUod I-1WJ *49 *a] 

ttUJNQ COOC SOM-OMI 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

[Summary Notice No. PE-63-19] 

Petitions for Exemption; Summary of 
Petitions Received, Dispositions of 
Petitions Issued 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Notice of petitions for 
exemption received and of dispositions 
of prior petitions. 

Petitions for Exemption 


summary: Pursuant to FAA’s 
rulemaking provisions governing the 
application, processing, and disposition 
of petitions for exemption (14 CFR Part 
11). this notice contains a summary of 
certain petitions seeking relief from 
specified requirements of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Chapter 1), 
dispositions of certain petitions 
previously received and corrections The 
purpose of this notice is to improve the 
public's awareness of, and participation 
in, this aspect of FAA's regulatory 
activities. Neither publication of this 
notice nor the inclusion or omission of 
information in the summary is intended 
to 8ffect the legal status of any petition 
or its final disposition. 

date: Comments on petitions received 
must identify the petition docket number 
involved and must be received on or 
before September 8,1983. 

address: Send comments on any 
petition in triplicate to: Federal Aviation 
Administration, Office of the Chief 
Counsel. Attn: Rules Docket (AGC-201), 
Petiton Docket No. , 800 
Independence Avenue. SW., 
Washington. D C. 20591. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

The petition, any comments received 
and a copy of any final disposition are 
filed in the assigned regulatory docket 
and are available for examination in the 
Rules Docket (AGO-204), Room 916, 
FAA Headquarters Building (FOB 10A). 
800 Independence Avenue, SW- 
Washington, D.C 20591; telephone [202) 
428-3644. 

This notice is published pursuant to 
paragraphs (c). (e), and (g) of $ 11.27 of 
Part 11 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 11). 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on August 8. 
1963. 

Juhn H. Cassady, 

Assistant Chief Counsel Regulations and 
Enforcement Division . 
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Petitions for Reconsideration 


toft* 

lb 


RepJeaons affected 

Daacnpbon of »a*af sought 

rai i 

Derma R. Anderson ... .... 

14 CFR 61 15544K1) 

Reoonsxfsratwy of Oertod of F-erh™ 3656 to *1 of petitioner** (light tvna 



togged *i m# raar cockpit of the USAF F-4 to be credfted aa Mcond-xv 
command km* ao mat pebkoner may um that tkna m pum* of hn trkne 
transport piof carUf^ata Genwd Jtdy 26. 1963. 

Dispositions of Petitions for Exemption 

Ok** 

No 

PeCbOner 

RseMest affected 

Deecrtpaon of tefcef aoujlf deposition 

2307* 

Anthony Lynn McQan 

14 CFR 61 155 

To pern* pe«*oner »o to*e the FAA arkne transport piot (ATP) emtton examine 
•on whan ha do* not maat ma nwwwn experience ragurement* of mi* 
aaefton Denied Aky 26, 1963 

To pam* mechareea employed by petitioner and who won oyftrwii to ranaw 
maar Inspection Authorteekon upon manning *o tha llnaad State* Dariad A4y 
29. 1963. 

Amand Exemption 3737 to permit petitioner to oompftels tha anttra 24 month pkof 

23519 

Amp* A*ebon and Radto Same*, Inc UAARS)— 

Airway Corp . 

* 4 CFR 65 33(e) 

84*5 

14 CFR St 56(q.. ..._ 

23549 

EeecuWe Ak Flow Corp 

14 CFR ?t 197(a)- 

avcommand (PtQ Chao*. tor a BAG-1-11 aa we« aa a Boeing-727 arcrafL In 
an FAAapproved Umutalor R woUd be parmftiad promded mat ma piot tang 

m# iR/u CRfCx mi ccvnpHW r/ae wooni §no tnrm tenortgi itirwi m# 

praoadmg X day* m ma type of arc/aft (or which tha P)C check • sought 
Granted July 27. 1963 

To aftow patwoner to appfy for me iatuaioe of a epec>* fkghf permit wdh 
conaraing aumortzaaon for mtnJl operated by peaaoner under Pan 01 
Granted Ji4y 21. 1963 

To Pern* petttonar to operate «a Lockheed Etoctre L-166 akaaft aimcut tha 
Sight dec* observer teat and ma fkghf attendant eeat maeang me requirements 
of |26766 Smca aircraft w* ba operated indar Pari 121. exemption » needed 
from §121311 <e) and (!) *eo Granted Juh 26. 1963 

To aMow operation m me UnAed State*. tmOer a service to amai commun*— 
exampOon. of 1 cry* aupemomc “Stage 1 arpaane powered by two enpnee 
toenohed by registration and aenaf number, that haa not been shown to oompfy 
earn ma appleabfa operating none fcn*| aa follow* Urtol nof later than January 
1. 1966 1 DC-9 NS32MO. Granted July 29, 1963. 

An amendment to and an extension of Exampaon 2769. aa amendad. when 
permits pebkoner to operate certain aircraft in commuter ae earner operations 
oerlam routes using pAots in command who hold commerce! piot 
cerkhcetss x*h instrument retmg* Tha amendment, when tornniNu JJy 30, 
1963, would aRow psbkonar to operate an addtoonal route to and kom San 
Aen, Puerto Rico, uang Ka CaMna 4020 arcrafl Granted Aug. 1, 1963 

To extend Exemption 206IE. when axpvae Aug. 31. 1963. to aftow AAL. EAA. 
and PAA to operate max turbojet akptanee on oertan New York oceanic control 
area reporkng pomes and San Aian with one of two metaAod f*^i fraouency 
cornmunettom iy*eme roperame at tha kma of departtve and withoul 
rrvwnranmg two-way ado coffwumcxlKya between each axpfane, and tha 
tfapaich ofkoe along the named routes subject to certain oondfom Granted 
Aug 1. 1963 

To permk petitioner to operate a U S -repeterod 6-747-306 ercraft using the FAA 
approved matter rmmmum equipment let Granted Aug 1. 1963 

mu 

23706 

Corwoidwted Cantor* dJi a. Geiery Artnee, 

*C(GA> 

Musa Ak 

14 CFR 91.200. 24 765 and 121.911 (•) rd 
(0 

14 CFR 91 X7 

14915 

Wgn Ak. Inc 

14 CFR 136 243 

12638 

4k Trvnoon Aaw of Aranca obh of Ame*t» 

14 CFR 121 99 and 121 351(4) 

23666 

can Anno* (AAU Eastern Ak ixw* me 
CEAL). and Pan American World Arwey*. Inc. 
(FAAJ 

KLM Roy* Dutch Mn« .. 

14 CFR Pam ?i and 91 

23667 

O Axcraft of $o«4hem Calrtomto.... . ^ 

14 CFR 66 104(4X2)._ 




oerkfVcete to conduct memfenance and inapeebon on expenmanfaf aircrsft 
without meekng the primary buddar requkemant* Granted Jt^f 26. 1983 


n Dot tyzzaa nw MHk **s aaj 

COOC 4t tO-13-H 


Child Restraint Systems 

In this issue of the Federal Register, 
the National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration (NHTSA) has published 
a notice of proposed rulemaking to 
amend its Safety Standard No. 213, 

< < ild Restraint Systems. This proposal 
would combine NHTSA standards with 
innse of the Federal Aviation 
Administration's Technical Standards 
£*!er (TSO) ClOO. By combining the 
NHTSA and FAA standards into a 
single standard under the administration 

a single agency and testing the ability 


of current child restraint models to meet 
the TSO requirements, the Department 
of Transportation will speed cetification 
of child restraints for use in both motor 
vehicles and aircaft. Interested readers 
are urged to consult the Proposed Rules 
section of this issue of the Federal 
Register for the full text of the NHTSA 
proposal. 

Dated: August 12 , 1983 . 

|. A. Pontecon o, 

Acting Dirvctpr of Airworthiness. 

(TO Doc K3-22VA Filed 5-12-83 UJO am] 

BILLING COOC 4910-1*41 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Fiscal Service 

(Dept Clrc. 570,1982 Rev„ Supp. No. 271 

Atlanta International Insurance Co.; 
Surety Companies Acceptable on 
Federal Bonds Termination of 
Authority 

Notice is hereby given that the 
certificate of authority issued by the 
Treasury to Atlanta International 
insurance Company. New York, New 
York, under Section 9304 to 9308 of Title 
31 of the United States Code, to qualify 
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as an acceptable surety on Federal 
bonds is hereby terminated effective 
June 30.1983. 

The company was last listed as an 
acceptable surety on Federal bonds at 
47 FR 28872, July !. 1982. 

With respect to any bonds currently in 
force with Atlanta International 
Insurance Company, bond-approving 
officers for the Government may let 
such bonds run to expiration and need 
not secure new bonds. However, no new 
bonds should be accepted from the 
company. 

Questions concerning this notice may 
be directed to the Operations Staff 
(Surety), Banking and Cash 
Management. Bureau of Government 
Financial Operations. Department of the 
Treasury. Washington. DC 20226, 
telephone (202) 634-5745. 

Dated: August 8.1983. 

W. E. Douglas, 

Commissioner, Bureau of Government 
Financial Operations. 

IF* Doc &S-222M *-12-43 14'< m| 

BSJUMQ COOC 4810-35-41 


Internal Revenue Service 

Commissioner's Advisory Group; Open 
Meeting 

There will be a meeting of the 
Commissioner’s Advisory Group on 
August 29 and 30.1983. The meeting will 
be held in Room 3313 of the Internal 
Revenue Service Building. The building 
is located at till Constitution Avc.. 

NW., Washington, D.C. The meetng 
will begin at 9:00 A.M. on Monday. 
August 29, and 9:00 A.M. on Tuesday. 
August 30. The agenda will include the 
following topics: 

Monday, August 29.1983 

Consideration of Recommendations 
by the President's Private Sector Survey 
on Cost Control: 

1. Collection of Delinquent Taxes 

2. Tax Court Backlogs 

3. Voluntary Services 

4. Enhanced IRS Presence 
Overview of Research Initiatives 

within IRS. 


Implementaton and Administration of 
Final Revised Regulations under 
Circular 230. 

Tuesday, August 30.1983 

Current Program Directions in the 
Coordinated Examination Program. 

Streamlining the Joint Committee 
Case Process. 

User Fees for Rulings and 
Determination Letters. 

The meeting, which will be open to 
the public, will be in a room that 
accommodates approximately 50 people. 
If you would like to have the Committee 
consider a written statement, please call 
or write to John E. Burke, Assistant to 
the Deputy Commissioner. 1111 
Constitution Ave.. NW.. Washington 

D. C. 20224. 

For Further Information Contact: John 

E. Burke. Assistant to the Deputy 
Commissioner, (202) 568-4143 (not toll 
free). 

Roscoe L. Egger, Jr., 

Commissioner. 

IP* Doc *3-22213 Ftiftd *>1141; 8U «m] 

BIUJMQ COOC 4*3*4141 








V 


Sunshine Act Meetings Federal Register 

VoL 48, No. 158 
Monday. August 15. 1963 


Thts section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices of meetings published 
under the “Government in the Sunshine 
Acr (Pub. L 94-409) 5 U.S.C. 

552tXe)(3). 


CONTENTS 

ftom 

Federal Reserve System.. 1 


1 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

(Board of Governors) 

TIME AND date: 10 a.m., Friday. August 

19. 1983. 

RACK 20th Street and Constitution 
Avenue NW.. Washington. D.C. 20551. 
status: Closed. 

matters to be considered: 

1 Personnel actions (appointments, 
promotions, assignments, reassignment*, and 
saUry actions) involving individual Federal 
Reserve System employees. 

2 Any items carried forward from a 
previously announced meeting. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 

information: Mr. Joseph R. Coyne. 
Assistant to the Board. (202) 452-3204. 

Dated: August 11.1963. 
lames McAfee. 

Associate Secretary of the Board 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 468 

IOW-FRL-2401-3] 

Copper Forming Point Source 
Category; Effluent Limitations 
Guidelines, Pretreatment Standards, 
and New Source Performance 
Standards 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This regulation establishes 
effluent limitations guidelines and 
standards limiting the discharge of 
pollutants into navigable waters and 
into publicly owned treatment works 
(POTW) by existing and new sources 
that conduct copper forming operations. 
The Clean Water Act and a consent 
decree require EPA to issue this 
regulation. 

This regulation establishes effluent 
limitations based on “best practicable 
technology” and “best available 
technology", new source performance 
standards based on "best demonstrated 
technology”, and pretreatment 
standards for existing and new indirect 
dischargers. 

OATF.s: In accordance with 40 CFR 
100.01 (45 FR 28048), this regulation shall 
be considered issued for purposes of 
judicial review at 1:00 p.m. Eastern time 
on August 26,1983. This regulation shall 
become effective September 28,1983. 

The compliance date for the BAT 
regulations is as soon as possible, but in 
any event, no later than July 1,1984. The 
compliance date for new source 
performance standards (NSPS) and 
pretreatment standards for new sources 
(PSNS) is the date the new source 
begins operations. The compliance date 
for pretreatment standards for existing 
sources (PSES) is three years after date 
of publication in the Federal Register. 

Under Section 509(b)(1) of the Clean 
Water Act, judicial review of this 
regulation can be made only by filing a 
petition for review in the United States 
Court of Appeals within 90 days after 
the regulation is considered issued for 
purposes of judicial review. Under 
Section 509(b)(2) of the Clean Water 
Act. the requirements in this regulation 
may not be challenged later in civil or 
criminal proceedings brought by EPA to 
enforce these requirements. 

The Record will be available for 
public review not later than 85 days 
after publication in the Federal Register 
in EPA’s Public Information Reference 
Unit, Room 2404 (Rear) (EPA Library), 


401 M Street. SW.. Washington, D.C. 

The EPA public information regulation 
(40 CFR Part 2) provides that a 
reasonable fee may be charged for 
copying, 

addresses: The basis for this regulation 
is detailed in four major documents. See 
Supplementary In forma tion4 under 
"XIV. Availability of Technical 
Information") for a description of each 
document. Copies of the technical and 
economic documents may be obtained 
from the National Technical Information 
Service, Springfield. Virginia 22181 (703/ 
487-4600). For additional technical 
information, contact Mr. David Pepson, 
Effluent Guidelines Division. U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
Street, SW., Washington. D.C. 20480 
(Phone (202) 382-7128). For additional 
economic information contact Ms. Ann 
Watkins. Economic Analysis Staff (WH- 
588). U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M Street, SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20480 (Phone (202) 382-5387). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ernst P. Hall. (202) 382-7128. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Organization of This Notice 

I. Legal Authority 

II. Scope of This Rulemaking 

III. Summary of Legal Background 

IV. Methodology and Data Gathering Efforts 

V. Control Treatment Options and 

Technology Basis for Final Regulations 

A. Summary of Category 

B. Control and Treatment Options 

C Technology Basis for Final Regulations 

VI. Economic Consideration 

A. Costs and Economic Impact 

B. Executive Order 12291 

C. Regulatory Flexibility Analysis 

D. SBA Loans 

Vil. Nonwater Quality Environmental 
Impacts 

A. Air Pollution 

B. Solid Waste 

C Consumptive Water Loss 
D. Energy Requirements 
VU1. Pollutants Not Regulated 
IX Public Participation and Response to 
Major Comments 

X, Best Management Practices 

XI. Upset and Bypass Provisions 

XU. Variances and Modifications 

XIII. Implementation of Limitations and 
Standards 

A Relationship to NPDES Permits 
B. Indirect Discharges 

XIV. Availability of Technical Information 

XV. list of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 488 

XVI. Appendices 

A. Abbreviations, Acronyms, and Other 
Terms Used in this Notice 
B Toxic Pollutants Not Detected in Copper 
Forming Wastewater 
C Pollutants Present in Amounts Too 
Small to be Treated Using Technology 
Known to the Administrator 
D. Toxic Pollutants Controlled But Not 
Specifically Regulated 


E Toxic Pollutants Unique to One Plant 

F. Toxic Organics Comprising Total Toxic 
Organic s [TTO] 

I. Legal Authority 

Thin regulation la being promulgated 
under the authority of sections 301, 304. 
308, 307, and 501 of the Clean Water Act 
(the Federal Water Pollution Control Act 
Amendments of 1972, 33 USC1251 et 
seq .. as amended by the Clean Water 
Act of 1977, Pub. L. 95—217), also called 
"the Act". It is also being promulgated 
in response to the Settlement Agreement I 
in Natural Resources Defense Council, 
Inc . v. Train. 8 ERC 2120 (D.D.C. 1976), 
modified, 12 ERC 1833 (D.D.C. 1979). 
modified by Order dated October 28, 
1982. 

II. Scope of This Rulemaking 

This final regulation, which was 
proposed on November 12,1982 (47 FR 
51278) and corrected on January 14.1983 
(48 FR 1789). establishes effluent 
limitations guidelines and standards for 
existing and new copper forming 
facilities. Copper forming consists of the 
five basic processes used to form copper 
or copper alloys: hot rolling, cold rolling, 
extrusion, drawing, and forging. Casting 
of copper and copper alloys, even when 
conducted in conjunction with copper 
forming, is not covered by this 
regulation; it is regulated under the 
metal molding and casting regulation. 

The manufacture of copper powders and 
the forming of parts from copper or 
copper alloy powders is to be regulated 
under the nonferrous metals forming 
regulation. 

EPA is promulgating BPT. BAT. new 
source performance standards (NSPS). 
and pretreatment standards for existing 
and new sources (PSES and PSNS. 
respectively) for the copper forming 
category. 

III. Summary of Legal Background 

The Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act Amendments of 1972 established a 
comprehensive program to "restore and 
maintain the chemical, physical, and 
biological integrity of the Nation’s 
waters", Section 101(a). To implement 
the Act. EPA was to issue effluent 
limitations guidelines, pretreatment 
standards, and new source performance 
standards for industry dischargers. 

The Act included a timetable for 
issuing these standards. However, EPA 
was unable to meet many of the 
deadlines and. as a result, in 1978. it was 
sued by several environmental groups. 

In settling this lawsuit EPA and the 
plaintiffs executed a "Settlement 
Agreement" which was approved by the 
court. This agreement required EPA to 
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I envelop a program and adhere to a 
I schedule for controlling 65 “priority’* 

I pollutants and classes of pollutants. In 
I :drrying out this program. EPA must 
I promulgate BAT effluent limitations 
■ guidelines, pretreatment standards, and 
I v:w source performance standards for 
I :i major industries. See Natural 
I Resources Defense Council. Inc . v. 

I Train. 8 ERG 2120 (D.D.C. 1976). 

I atcdified. 12 ERC1833 (D.D.C. 1979), 

I modified by Order dated October 28. 

1 1982. 

Many of the basic elements of the 
I Settlement Agreement were 
I uicorporatod into the Cleon Water Act 
I of 1977 like the Agreement, the Act 
stressed control of toxic pollutants, 
including the 65 "priority" pollutants. In 
iddition. to strengthen the toxic control 
program. Section 304(e) of the Act 
authorizes the Administrator to 
I prescribe "best management practices" 

| (BMPs) to prevent the release of toxic 
and hazardous pollutants from plant site 
runoff, spillage or leaks, sludge or waste 
disposal, and drainage from raw 
material storage associated with, or 
ancillary to. the manufacturing or 
treatment process. 

Under the Act, the EPA is to set a 
number of different kinds of effluent 
limitations. These are discussed in 
detail in the preamble to the proposed 
regulation and in the Development 
Document. They are summarized briefly 
below*. 

IbPT* Practicable Control Technology 

BPT limitations are generally based 
on the average of the best existing 
performance by plants of various sizes, 
rges, and unit processes within the 
industry or subcategory for control of 
familiar (i.e. clas sical) pollutants. 

In establishing BPT limitations, we 
consider the total cost in relation to the 
age of equipment and facilities involved. 

processes employed, process 
changes required, engineering aspects of 
the control technologies, and nonwater 
quality environmental impacts 
[including energy requirements). We 
t -lance the total cost of applying the 
’f-chnology against the effluent 
reduction. 

2 - best Available Technology (DAT) 

BAT limitations, in general, represent 
™ best existing performance in the 
industrial subcategory or category. The 
Act establishes BAT as the principal 
national means of controlling the direct 
discharge of toxic and nonconventional 
pollutants to navigable waters. 

I ’ arriving at BAT, the Agency 

r a 8 e °f equipment and 

‘acuities involved, the process 


employed, the engineering aspects of the 
control technologies, process changes, 
the cost of achieving such effluent 
reduction, and nonwater quality 
environmental impacts. The Agency 
retains considerable discretion in 
assigning the weight to be accorded 
these factors. 

3. Best Conventional Pollutant Control 
Technology (BCT) 

The 1977 Amendments to the Clean 
Water Act added Section 301(b)(2)(E). 
establishing "best conventional 
pollutant control technology’* (BCT) for 
discharge of conventional pollutants 
from existing industrial point sources. 
Section 304(a)(4) designated the 
following as conventional pollutants: 
BOD. TSS, fecal coliform. pH, and any 
additional pollutants defined by the 
Administrator as conventional. The 
Administrator designated oil and grease 
"conventional" on July 30,1979 (44 FR 
44501). 

BCT is not an additional limitation but 
replaces BAT for the control of 
conventional pollutants. In addition to 
other factors specified in Section 
304(b)(4)(B). the Act requires that BCT 
limitations be assessed in light of a two 
part “cost-reasonableness” test. 
American Paper Institute v. EPA. 600 
F.2d 954 (4th Cir. 1981). The first test 
compares the cost for private industry to 
reduce its conventional pollutants with 
the costs to publicly owned treatment 
works for similar levels of reduction in 
their discharge of these pollutants. The 
second test examines the cost- 
effectiveness of additional industrial 
treatment beyond BPT. EPA must find 
that limitations are "reasonable” under 
both tests before establishing them as 
BCT. In no case may BCT be less 
stringent than BPT. 

EPA published its methodology for 
carrying out the BCT analysis on August 
29,1979 (44 FR 50732). In the case 
mentioned above, the Court of Appeals 
ordered EPA to correct data errors 
underlying EPA’s calculation of the first 
test, and to apply the second C09t test 
(EPA argued that a second cost test wa9 
not required.) 

A revised methodology for the general 
development of BCT limitations was 
proposed on October 29,1982 (47 FR 
49170). BCT limits for this industry are 
accordingly deferred until promulgation 
of the final methodology for BCT 
development. 

4. New Source Performance Standards 
(NSPS) 

NSPS are based on the best available 
demonstrated technology (BDT). New 
plants have the opportunity to install the 


best and most efficient production 
processes and wastewater treatment 
technologies. 

5. Pretreatment Standards for Existing 
Sources (PSES) 

PSES are designed to prevent the 
discharge of pollutants that pass 
through, interfere with, or are otherwise 
incompatible with the operation of 
publicly owned treatment works 
(POTW). They must be achieved within 
three years of promulgation. The Clean 
Water Act of 1977 requires pretreatment 
for toxic pollutants that pass through the 
POTW in amounts that would violate 
direct discharger effluent limitations or 
Interfere with the POTW’s treatment 
process or chosen sludge disposal 
method. The legislative history of the 
1977 Act indicates that pretreatment 
standards are to be technology-based, 
analogous to the best available 
technology for removal of toxic 
pollutants. EPA has generally 
determined that there is pass through of 
pollutants if the nationwide average 
percentage of pollutants removed by a 
well operated POTW achieving 
secondary treatment is less than the 
percent removed by the BAT model 
treatment system. The General 
Pretreatment Regulation, which serves 
as the framework for categorical 
pretreatment regulations, is found at 40 
CFR Part 403. 

6. Pretreatment Standards for New 
Sources (PSNS) 

Like PSES. PSNS arc designed to 
prevent the discharge of pollutants 
which pass through, interfere with, or 
are otherwise incompatible with the 
operation of a POTW. PSNS are to be 
issued at the same time as NSPS. New 
indirect dischargers, like new direct 
dischargers, have the opportunity to 
incorporate in their plant the best 
available demonstrated technolgies. The 
Agency considers the same factors in 
promulgating PSNS as it considers in 
promulgating PSES. 

IV. Methodology and Data Gathering 
Efforts 

The methodology and data gathering 
efforts used in developing the proposed 
regulations were summarized in the 
"Preamble to the Proposed Copper 
Forming Point Source Category Effluent 
Limitations Guidelines, Pretreatment 
Standards, and New Source 
Performance Standards" (47 FR 51278, 
November 12,1982), and described in 
detail in the Development Document for 
Effluent Limitations Guidelines and 
Standards for the Copper Forming Point 
Source Category. Since proposal, the 
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Agency has gathered some additional 
data and performed additional 
statistical and engineering analyses of 
new and existing data. These activities 
are discussed briefly below and in 
substantial detail in the appropriate 
sections of the development document. 
These additional data are in the public 
record supporting this rule. 

The existing treatment effectiveness 
data were reviewed thoroughly 
following proposal in order to respond 
to comments and assure that all data 
were properly considered. As a result of 
this review, minor additions and 
deletions were made to the Agency’s 
treatment effectiveness data base. 

These changes are documented in the 
record along with responses to 
comments. Following the changes, 
statistical analyses performed prior to 
proposal were repeated. Conclusions 
reached prior to proposal were 
unchanged and little or no effect on the 
final limitations occurred as a result of 
changes in the data. 

EPA also collected discharge 
monitoring reports (DMR) for 19 
discharges from 15 copper forming 
plants from state and regional EPA 
offices. Discharge monitoring reports 
provide monthly average effluent 
concentrations of copper and some other 
metals. These data were not used in the 
actual development of the final 
limitations but were used as a check on 
the validity of the treatment 
effectiveness values estimated by the 
Agency. In general, the agreement 
between EPA estimated values and the 
DMR concentrations was good. 

EPA conducted an engineering site 
visit to a forging plant in order to gather 
information regarding water use for both 
baths and rinses of forged parts. In 
addition, two plants submitted 
production normalized flow data for 
pickling and alkaline cleaning rinsing of 
forged parts. The Agency relied upon 
these data to reevaluate regulatory 
flows for these processes when 
performed on forged parts. 

Additional data were obtained from 
plants as to the disposal of wastewater 
from drawing operations. We contacted 
28 drawing plants to confirm, and if 
appropriate, update the information 
provided in the Agency’s 1978 data 
collection requests on their disposal 
methods for drawing spent lubricant. In 
addition, we contacted a number of 
states to determine whether they require 
disposal of drawing spent lubricants as 
hazardous wastes. 

Data relating to waste streams for 
which flow allowances were not 
provided by the proposed regulation 
were obtained from industry. These data 
consist of production normalized flow 


data for tumbling or burnishing, surface 
coating, hydrostatic testing, sawing, 
surface milling, and maintenance. 

Additional data were provided by two 
plants to support their individual 
comments on the nature of wastewater 
sludges. These data consist of the 
results of EP toxicity testing performed 
in accordance with federal hazardous 
waste regulations (40 CFR 281.24). 

Subsequent to proposal, the Agency 
revised its analysis of the cost of model 
treatment systems used as the basis for 
limitations and standards. As a 
consequence, estimated costs of 
compliance were increased. Section VIII 
of the technical development document 
and related documents in the record 
explain the basic for the revised costs 
estimates. 

EPA received economic surveys, since 
proposal from two plants that had not 
returned them prior to proposal and 
identified one other copper former that 
was not in EPA’s economic data base 
prior to proposal. Also, a plant which 
was not a copper former has been 
excluded from the economic data base. 
Thus. EPA’s estimated number of copper 
formers remains the same: 178. 

V. Control Treatment Options and 
Technology Basis for Final Regulations 

A. Summary of Category 

Copper forming is a term used to 
describe five basic operations used to 
form copper and copper alloys: hot 
rolling, cold rolling, extrusion, drawing, 
and forging. In addition to these forming 
operations, there are nine surface 
cleaning and heat treatment processes 
which impart desired surface and 
physical properties to the metal. These 
ancillary operations are annealing-with 
oil, annealing with water, pickling bath 
and rinse, pickling fume scrubber, 
alkaline bath end rinse, extrusion press 
solution heat treatment, and solution 
heat treatment. In addition, copper 
forming facilities may perform tumbling 
or burnishing, surface coating, 
hydrotesting, surface milling, and 
sawing. 

The Agency considered a number of 
factors to determine whether 
subcategorization is needed in the 
copper forming category. After 
consideration of these factors, the 
Agency has determined that the copper 
forming category is most appropriately 
regulated as a single subcategory. 

Raw materials used by copper forming 
plants originate in the casting processes 
of copper refineries and are commonly 
in the form of wire bars, cakes or slabs, 
and billets. In some instances they take 
the form of rod. wire, or strip obtained 
from another copper former. Copper 


alloys are frequently employed by the 
copper forming industry. For the 
purposes of this regulation, copper 
alloys include any alloy in which copper 
is the major constituent. Principal alloyi 
processed by copper formers include 
brass, bronze, leaded brass, leaded 
brone, nickel silvers, phosphor bronze, 
aluminum bronze, silicon bronze, 
beryllium copper, and cupronickel. 

Wastewater at copper forming plants 
is generated from both the forming and 
ancillary operations. Hot rolling, cold 
rolling, and drawing utilize water, oil- 
water emulsions, or soluble oil-water 
mixtures as lubricants to reduce 
frictional forces in the metal 
deformation process. These waste 
streams are termed hot rolling spent 
lubricant, cold rolling spent lubricant, 
and drawing spent lubricant, 
respectively. After being hot rolled cold 
rolled, drawn, or extruded, copper 
products can be cooled in a water bath. 
This practice is termed solution heat 
treatment and is considered an ancillary 
operation. Some extrusion operations 
utilize emulsified or soluble oils to 
quench extruded parts, particularly 
during submerged extrusion press 
operations. This waste stream is termed 
extrusion solution heat treatment 
wastewater and is also considered an 
ancillary waste stream. 

The remaining ancillary operations 
use water for cooling, cleaning, and 
rinsing. Annealing operations involve 
heating copper or a copper alloy to an 
elevated temperature in order to reduce 
stresses within the metal. The annealing 
process generally includes a water, oil. 
or oil-water quench to cool the annealed 
product. When the quench is comprised 
predominantly of water, the operation is 
termed annealing with water, whereas, 
when the quench is predominantly oil it 
is termed annealing with oil. Pickling 
baths and rinses are used after forming 
operations to remove oxidized metal 
from the copper surfaces. These baths 
and rinse tanks are periodically batch 
dumped or continuously discharged, 
resulting in pickling bath and pickling 
rinse waste streams. In addition, some 
plants use wet scrubbers to control the 
release of pickling fumes resulting in a 
fume scrubber wastewater stream. 
Alkaline cleaning is not widely 
practiced. When found, it precedes or 
follows annealing and is used to remove 
oil. tarnish, and smut from the copper 
surface. It may also precede pickling 
operations. Alkaline cleaning baths and 
rinses are periodically batch dumped or 
continuously discharged resulting in 
wastewater discharges. 

A number of other waste streams can 
be generated at copper forming 
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facilities. Tumbling or burnishing is used 
to polish, debur, remove sharp comers, 
and generally smooth parts for cosmetic 
and functional purposes; Water or oil- 
water lubricants are sometimes used to 
lubncate and cool the process which 
generally is done in vibrating trays or 
rotating drums. In addition, water is 
used to rinse the finished parts and 
dean the abrasive media. Surface 
coating involves coating a newly formed 
copper sheet in a bath of molten metaL 
Waste streams associated with this 
operation include a flux bath used to 
prepare the sheet for coating, emission 
scrubbing water generated by 
controlling vapors over the flux bath, 
arid spent abrasive used to finish the 
surface of the coated sheet. 

Hydrotesting operations are used to 
check copper parts for surface defects or 
subsurface imperfections. Parts are 
submerged in a water bath and 
subjected to ultrasonic signals, high 
pressure, or air pressure. Such baths are 
periodically discharged. Sawing is 
performed on copper parts to remove 
defects and for cutting to size. Milling is 
used to remove surface irregularities 
and oxidation from copper and brass 
sheet. Sawing and milling operations use 
water soluble oil lubricants to provide 
cooling and lubrication. Maintenance 
operations such as machinery repair 
may generate a variety of wastewaters, 
usually associated with the removal of 
production related soils and dirt so that 
the maintenance functions can be 
performed. 

Pollutants found in significant 
amounts In copper forming waste 
streams include: chromium, copper, 
lead, nickel and zinc: toxic organics; and 
upended solids, pH, and oil and 
grease. In addition, the sludges 
generated by treatment of these 
wastewaters usually contain large 
quantities of toxic metals. 

There are 176 facilities in the copper 
forming category; these facilities employ 
a total of 43,000 people. Total production 
capacity is approximately 3.5 million 
kkg/yr. Within the category. 37 facilities 
discharge to navigable wastewaters. 45 
facilities discharge to POTWs. and 94 
plants do not discharge wastewater. 

B. Control and Treatment Technologies 

Prior lo proposal of the copper 
forming regulation, EPA considered a 
wide range of control and treatment 
options including both in-process 
changes and end-of-pipe treatment. 
These options are discussed in detail in 
the preamble to the proposed copper 
forming regulation and in the 
development document. No major 
changes have been made to the 
technology options considered for the 


final rule from those considered for the 
proposed rule. The control and 
treatment technologies used as the basis 
for the final limitations and standards 
are described below. 

In-process controls include a variety 
of flow reduction techniques and 
process changes such as countercurrent 
cascade rinsing, spray rinsing, recycle of 
treated lubricants and cooling water, 
and recycle of bath and rinse water. 

End-of-pipe treatment Includes: 
Chemical reduction of chromium; 
chemical precipitation of metal ions 
using hydroxides or carbonates; removal 
of precipitated metals by settling; pH 
control; oil skimming; chemical emulsion 
breaking; and filtration. These treatment 
technologies are described in detail in 
Section VII of the development 
document. 

The treatment effectiveness of the 
above treatment technologies has been 
evaluated by observing the performance 
of these technologies on copper forming 
and other similar wastewaters. 

The data base for the performance of 
hydroxide precipitation—sedimentation 
technology is a composite of data drawn 
from EPA sampling and analysis of 
copper forming, aluminum forming, 
battery manufacturing, porcelain 
enameling, and coil coating 
wastewaters. These data, collectively 
called the combined metals data base, 
report influent and effluent 
concentrations for nine pollutants. The 
wastewaters are judged to be similar for 
treatment in all material respects 
because they contain a range of 
dissolved metals which can be removed 
by precipitation and solids removal. 

We regard the combined metals data 
base as the best available measure for 
establishing the concentrations 
attainable with hydroxide precipitation 
and sedimentation. Our determination is 
based on the similarity of the raw 
wastewaters as generally determined by 
statistical analysis for homogeneity (a 
separate study of statistical 
homogeneity of these wastewaters is 
part of the record of this rulemaking), 
the larger number of plants used (20 
plants versus four copper forming plants 
available), and the larger number of 
data points available for each pollutant. 
The larger quantity of data in the 
combined metals data base, as well as a 
greater variety of influent 
concentrations, enhances the Agency's 
ability to estimate long-term 
performance and variability through 
statistical analysis. 

The Agency also examined the 
performance of lime, settle, and filter 
technology based on the performance of 
full-scale commercial systems treating 


porcelain enameling and nonferrous 
wastewaters. Two copper forming 
plants reported that they are using a 
filter. Thus this technology is 
demonstrated on copper forming 
wastewaters. The Agency made the 
determination that wastewaters from 
porcelain enameling and copper forming 
are similar in all material respects based 
on engineering considerations and the 
analysis of the combined data set for 
lime and settle treatment. Similarly, the 
Agency determined that the wastewater 
from one nonferrous metals plant that 
uses lime, settle and filter is similar in 
all material respects to the raw 
wastewaters in the combined metals 
data base. Therefore, the performance of 
lime, settle, and filter technology can be 
applied to copper forming wastewaters. 
The combined metals data is discussed 
in more detail in Section IX, Public 
Participation and Response to 
Comments, in Section Vll of the 
development document and in the 
document "A Statistical Analysis of the 
Combined Metals Industries Effluent 
Data" in the administrative record. 

Flow reduction is a significant part of 
the overall pollutant reduction 
technology. Because of this the Agency 
is promulgating mass-based limitations 
and standards which take into account 
significant flow reduction thereby 
ensuring that adequate pollution control 
is achieved. The limitations and 
standards established for this category 
are mass-based (mass of pollutant 
allowed to be discharged per unit of 
production) and are derived as the 
product of the regulatory flow and the 
overall treatment effectiveness. The 
regulatory flows are based on flow data, 
normalized to production, supplied by 
the industry. 

C Technology Basis for Final 
Regulations 

A brief summary of the technology 
basis for the regulation is presented 
below. A more detailed summary is 
presented in the "Preamble to the 
Proposed Copper Forming Point Source 
Category Effluent Limitations 
Guidelines. Pretreatment Standards, and 
New Source Performance Standards" (47 
FR 51278 (November 12,1982)) and the 
Development Document for Effluent 
Limitations Guidelines and Standards 
for the Copper Forming Point Source 
Category. 

BPT: EPA is promulgating BPT mass 
limitations based on end-of-pipe 
treatment, which consists of lime 
precipitation and settling, and. where 
necessary, preliminary treatment 
consisting of chemical emulsion 
breaking, oil skimming, and chemical 
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reduction of chromium. The end-of-pipe 
treatment technology basis for the BPT 
limitations being promulgated is the 
same as that for the proposed 
limitations. 

In developing BPT limitations, the 
Agency considered the amount of water 
used per unit of production (liters per 
metric ton) for each wastewater stream. 
The regulatory (low allowances for BPT 
remain the same as those proposed with 
the exception of the regulatory Bow 
allowances for pickling and alkaline 
rinse waters for forged parts and 
drawing spent lubricant. In addition, we 
are adding discharge allowances for six 
copper forming operations which 
generate small amounts of wastewater. 
’Fhese flow allowances are discussed 
briefly below and in more detail in 
Section IX of this preamble and in 
Section IX of the development 
document The limitations presented in 
the final BPT regulation reflect these 
changes. 

The flow allowances for pickling and 
alkaline rinse waters were increased 
over the proposed allowances in the 
case of forged parts. These changes are 
made because these parts have cavities 
which trap and carry significant 
amounts of pickling and alkaline 
cleaning bath to the rinse stage. This 
added carry out requires more rinse 
water to achieve required product 
cleanliness than that required for flat 
and simple shapes of parts. 

Two plants submitted production 
normalized flow data which we 
averaged to obtain the BPT regulatory 
flows for pickling and alkaline cleaning 
for forged parts. These fiows ere 3,918 1/ 
kkg and 12.642 l/kkg, respectively. The 
technology basis for these fiows is 
equivalent to the technology which 
these plants presently employ; spray 
rinsing and recirculation for pickling 
rinse and flow normalization for 
alkaline cleaning rinse. Our review of all 
flow data for these operations shows 
that these flow allowances represent the 
average of the best. 

The final rule provides a regulatory 
flow allowance and discharge 
limitations for drawing spent lubricant. 
At proposal. EPA established a zero 
discharge flow allowance for drawing 
spent lubricant based on the industry 
reported practice of contract hauling. 
Commenters requested that a flow 
allowance be established, as an 
alternative to contract hauling, so that 
drawing spent lubricant could be treated 
and discharged. The commenters 
asserted, among other things, that zero 
discharge for this stream based on 
contract hauling may not provide any 
environmental benefit and only requires 
copper formers to pay for a service they 


can in many instances provide for 
themselves. The basis for their assertion 
is that contract haulers merely transfer 
the waste to a waste treatment facility 
or an oil reclaimer who in turn 
processes the waste by recovering the 
oil component and discharging the water 
fraction either with or without 
treatment. The commenters further point 
out that the model treatment 
technologies used to establish BPT limits 
would effectively treat drawing spent 
lubricants. The oil-water mixture is 
separated by chemical emulsion 
breaking. The oil fraction is then 
removed by skimming, while the 
remaining water fraction is discharged 
to lime and settle treatment for toxic 
metals removal. Any remaining 
pollutant discharged would be 
approximately the same as ultimately 
discharged by a reclaimer or treatment 
facility. 

We believe that these comments 
support a Bow allowance and that a 
discharge limitation for drawing spent 
lubricant is justified for all plants that 
actually treat and discharge this stream. 
The BPT regulatory flow for drawing 
spent lubricant fs 85 l/kkg. This flow is 
based on the average of all plants which 
reported a discharge for their drawing 
operation in EPA's 1978 data gathering 
effort. The regulatory flow is based on 
recycle because this in-process control 
was reported by all of the plants. A 
further discussion of the drawing spent 
lubricant flow allowance can be found 
In Section IX of this preamble. Section 
IX of the development document, and in 
EPA’s response to comment document. 

The Agency is also providing Bow 
allowances for some waste streams 
which were not covered in the proposed 
copper forming regulation. These flow 
allowances are being made in response 
to comments that these wastewater 
streams result from copper forming 
processes and therefore should be given 
flow allowances to ensure that mass- 
based effluent limitations and standards 
equitably reflect the amount of water 
required by a plant for its manufacturing 
operation. The technology basis for each 
of the flows is flow normalization and 
the regulatory flows for each are based 
on plant data submitted in support of 
comments. 

Flow allowances for tumbling and 
burnishing and surface coating are 
established at 583 l/kkg and 743 l/kkg, 
respectively. Hydrotesting, sawing, 
surface milling, and maintenance are 
covered under a miscellaneous waste 
stream allowance of 21.8 l/kkg. Since 
maintenance covers a wide range of 
operations or functions which are not 
and probably can not be specifically 
enumerated in all cases, we intend the 


miscellaneous allowance to in dude any 
maintenance related wastewaters not 
specifically regulated in other specific 
wastewater streams. This miscellai rouj 
allowance is applicable to any plant 
with any or all of the four operations. 

The pollutants selected for limit,irum 
at BPT are: chromium, copper, lead, 
nickel, zinc, oil and grease, total 
suspended solids (TSS). and pH. These 
are the same pollutants that were 
selected for regulation in the proposed 
rule. 

Implementation of the BPT limitations 
will remove annually an estimated 
27,000 kg of toxic pollutants (metals and 
organics) and 56.000 kg of conventiumil 
pollutants (from estimated current 
discharge) at a capital cost, above 
equipment in place, of $6.4 million and a 
total annual cost of $6.6 million. The 
Agency estimates that 11 of the 37 direct 
dischargers presently or would with 
minor modifications meet the BPT 
limitations. The Agency has determined 
that the effluent reduction benefits 
associated with compliance with BPT 
limitations justify the costs. 

BAT: EPA is promulgating BAT mass 
limitations based on the BPT model end- 
ofpipe treatment and flow reduction by 
approximately 60 percent of the BPT 
flow. The treatment technology basis for 
the promulgated BAT is the same as that 
for the proposed limitation. 

In developing BAT limitations, the 
Agency considered the amount of water 
used per unit of production (liters per 
metric ton) for each wusterwater stream. 
The BAT regulatory flow allowances 
reflect those changes made since 
proposal for BPT as discussed in the 
preceding section. 

In the case of pickling and alkaline 
cleaning rinse allowances for forged 
parts, the Agency considered the option 
of countercurrent rinsing at BAT for 
additional reduction of the BPT flow. 
However, as discussed in the proposed 
rule, most existing plants that perform 
forging operations do not have sufficient 
space to install countercurrent rinse 
tanks. Therefore the BAT regulatory 
flow allowances for these streams are 
equivalent to those provided at BPT. 

The BPT regulatory flow allowance 
provided for drawing spent lubricants is 
based on extensive recycle. The Agency 
has no data available to support flow 
reduction beyond that required at BPT. 
Accordingly, the BAT regulatory flow 
allowance for drawing spent lubricant is 
equivalent to the BPT regulatory flow 
allowance. 

Tumbling or burnishing, surface 
coating, and miscellaneous waste 
stream allowances are based on current 
reported industry practice and do not 
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require in process flow reduction 
controls. These streams have low flows 
tod will only increase BAT pollutant 
discharges above proposed levels by 
less than 2 percent. We have no data to 
support reduction of these flow s and 
believe that further flow reduction 
would not significantly affect pollutant 
removal. Therefore BAT flows are 
equivalent to BPT. The limitations 
presented in the final BAT regulation 
reflect these changes. 

The pollutants selected for regulation 
are: c hromium, copper, lead, nickel, and 
zinc. These are the same pollutants that 
were selected for regulation in the 
proposed rule. Toxic organics are not 
regulated at BAT because the oil and 
grease limitation at BPT should provide 
adequate removal (approximately 97 
percent). Similarly, the toxic metals 
antimony, arsenic, beryllium, cadmium, 
silver, and selenium will be adequately 
controlled when the regulated toxic 
metals are treated to the levels 
achievable by the model treatment 
technology. 

Implementation of the BAT limitations 
will remove annually an estimated 
31,000 kg of toxic metal and organic 
pollutants (from estimated current 
discharge) at a capital cost, above 
equipment in place, of $6.5 million and a 
total annual cost of $6.3 million. 

BAT will remove 4,000 kg/yr of toxic 
pollutants (metals and organics) 
incrementally above BPT; the 
incremental investment cost is $0.1 
million. Total annual costs for BAT are 
less than BPT because the lower flows 
allow for smaller equipment and thereby 
smaller operating and maintenance 
costs. The Agency projects no plant or 
line closures as a result of these costs. 
Therefore, the BAT limitations are 
economically achievable. 

The Agency has decided not to 
include filtration as part of the model 
BAT technology. We estimate that 8,(XX) 
kg/yr of toxic pollutants will be 
discharged after the installation of BPT 
treatment technology; the model BAT 
treatment technology is estimated to 
remove an additional 4.CXX) kg/yr of 
toxic pollutants. The total removal after 
BAT is 89 percent of the total current 
discharge. The addition of filtration 
would remove approximately 5,000 kg/ 
yr of toxic pollutants discharged after 
BPT or a total removal of 91 percent of 
the total current discharge. TTiis 
additional removal of 1000 kg per year 
achieved by filtration is equal to an 
additional removal of approximately 0.1 
kg of toxic pollutants per day per 
discharger. The incremental costs of 
these effluent reductions are $1.4 million 
in capital cost and $1.1 million in total 
annual costs for all direct dischargers. 


The Agency received four comments on 
BAT technology option selection all of 
which opposed the inclusion of filtration 
as part of the BAT model technology. 
Commenters urged the Agency not to 
include filtration as the basis for BAT 
because of the costs and the small 
incremental pollutant removal. The 
Agency believes that given all of these 
factors, the costs involved do not 
warrant selection of filtration as a part 
of the BAT model treatment technology. 

NSPS: EPA is promulgating NSPS 
based on end-of-pipe treatment which 
consists of Ume precipitation, settling, 
and filtration, and, where necessary, 
preliminary treatment consisting of 
chemical emulsion breaking, oil 
skimpiing, and chromium reduction. This 
is identical to BAT with the addition of 
a polishing filter and is the same as the 
end-of-pipe model treatment technology 
proposed. The Agency has determined 
that these technologies are the best 
demonstrated technologies for this 
industrial category. 

In developing NSPS, the Agency 
considered the amount of water used 
per unit of production for each 
wastewater stream. We have made 
three changes to the NSPS flow 
allowances since proposal; these include 
drawing spent lubricant, additional flow 
allowances, and pickling and alkaline 
cleaning rinse following forged parts. 
With the exception of pickling rinse for 
forged parts, the NSPS regulatory flows 
for these streams are the same as those 
at BPT and BAT discussed in preceding 
sections of this preamble. The pickling 
rinse flow allowance for forged parts 
has been increased to 1,755 l/kkg for the 
reasons presented in the BPT and BAT 
discussions. The technology basis is the 
same as proposed, countercurrent 
rinsing. The revised flow allowances are 
described in Section IX of this preamble 
and in Section XI of the development 
document The NSPS presented in the 
final regulation reflect these changes. 

Filtration has been retained in the 
NSPS model technology because the 
additional cost of filtration will be offset 
by the lower treatment costs associated 
with smaller waste water flows based 
on countercurrent rinsing. As discussed 
in proposal, countercurrent rinsing is 
included in NSPS because, unlike 
existing plants, new plants will be able 
to design plants with countercurrent 
rinse tanks and will therefore not 
encounter space or retrofit difficulties. 

The pollutants selected for regulation 
are: chromium, copper, lead, nickel, zinc, 
oil and grease. TSS. and pH. These are 
the same pollutants that were selected 
for regulation in the proposed rule. 
Specific toxic oiganics are not being 
regulated because, as discussed under 


BAT. the removal of oil and grease to 
meet the oil and grease limit will 
adequately control the toxic organic 
found in copper forming wastewaters. 
Similarly, the toxic metals antimony, 
arsenic, beryllium, cadmium, silver, and 
selenium will be adequately controlled 
when the regulated toxic metals are 
treated to the levels achievable by the 
model treatment technology. 

In order to estimate pollutant 
removals and costs for new sources, the 
Agency developed a “normal" plant. A 
normal plant is a theoretical plant which 
has each of the manufacturing 
operations covered by the category and 
production that is the average level of 
the industry as a whole. Section VIII of 
the development document presents in 
detail the composition of the copper 
forming normal plant. A new direct 
discharge normal plant having the 
industry average annual production 
level would generate a raw waste of 
1.837 kg per year of toxic metal and 
organic pollutants. The NSPS technology 
would reduce these pollutant levels to 
75 kg per year of these same toxic 
pollutants. The total capital investment 
cost for a new normal plant to install 
NSPS technology is estimated to be 
$1.23 million, compared with investment 
costs of $1.18 million to install 
technology equivalent to BAT. Similar 
figures for total annual costs are $1.05 
million for NSPS and $1.02 million for 
BAT. As NSPS costs are approximately 
the same as BAT costs for existing 
sources, the new source performance 
standards will not pose a barrier to 
entry. 

PSES: In the copper forming category, 
the Agency has concluded that the toxic 
metals regulated under these standards 
(chromium, copper, lead, nickel, and 
zinc) pass through the POTW. The 
nationwide average percentage of these 
same toxic metals removed by a well- 
operated POTW meeting secondary 
treatment requirements is about 50 
percent (ranging from 20 to 70 percent), 
whereas the percentage that can be 
removed by a copper forming direct 
discharger applying the be9t available 
technology economically achievable is 
about 90 percent. Accordingly, these 
pollutants pass through a POTW. 

To regulate the toxic metals that pass 
through a POTW. EPA is promulgating 
PSES based on the application of 
technology equivalent to BAT, which 
consists of end-of-pipe treatment 
comprised of lime precipitation and 
settling, flow reduction, and preliminary 
treatment, where necessary, consisting 
of chromium reduction, chemical 
emulsion breaking, and oil skimming. In 
the proposed rule we stated that if BAT 
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was promulgated with filters, then PSES 
would need to include filtration to 
prevent "pass through." Because this is 
not the case. PSES does not include 
filtration. 

In addition to pass through of toxic 
metals, available information from an 
EPA study on POTWs shows that many 
of the toxic organics from copper 
facilities will pass through a FOTW. 
Removal of those toxic organic 
pollutants by well operated POTW 
achieving secondary treatment averaged 
82 percent, while the oil skimming 
component of the BPT technology basis 
achieves removals ranging from 85 to 97 
percent. Accordingly. EPA is 
promulgating a pretreatment standard 
for toxic organics. 

At proposal, we stated that toxic 
organfc pollutants would be regulated as 
total toxic organics (TTO) and defined 
TTO as 12 specific compounds which 
were found at the sampled copper 
forming plants at concentrations greater 
than the quantification level of (X01 mg/ 

L Appendix F of this preamble and 
Section 468.02 of the regulation lists 
those toxic organics which comprise 
TTO. The list of TTO presented in this 
regulation reflects all the toxic organic 
pollutants found at concentrations 
above the quantification level at 
sampled plants. However, other toxic 
organics may be found in copper 
forming wastewaters even though they 
were not found in the sampled waste 
streams. This is because toxic organic 
compounds originate in lubricants and 
these compounds can vary depending 
upon the formulation of the lubricant 
Many polyaromatic hydrocarbons and 
organic solvents can be substituted for 
one another to perform the same 
function. If substitution does occur, the 
Agency believes that these other toxic 
organics are likely to be adequately 
controlled by the PSES model treatment 
technology and that the same 
pretreatment standards on TTO should 
apply. However, toxic organics not 
covered by this regulation at copper 
forming facilities should be considered 
by the control authority on a case-by¬ 
case basis. 

The analysis of wastewaters for toxic 
organics is costly and requires 
sophisticated equipment. Therefore the 
Agency is establishing as an alternative 
to monitoring for TTO a monitoring 
parameter for oil and grease. Data 
indicate that the toxic organics are in 
the oil and grease and by removal of the 
oil and grease, the toxic organics should 
also be removed. All comments received 
in response to this issue support the 
establishment of the alternative 
monitoring parameter for oil and grease. 


in developing these standards, the 
amount of water used per unit of 
production is considered for each waste 
stream. The flow allowances 
established for PSES are the same as 
those established for BAT. 

The pollutants selected for regulation 
are: chromium, copper, lead, nickel, zinc, 
and TTO. Six toxic metals, antimony, 
arsenic, beryllium, cadmium, silver and 
selenium, which are not specifically 
regulated will be adequately controlled 
when the regulated metals are treated to 
the levels achievable by the model 
treatment technology. 

The PSES set forth in this final rule 
are expressed in terms of mass per unit 
of production rather than concentration 
standards. Regulation on the basis of 
concentration is not appropriate 
because concentration-based standards 
do not restrict the total quantity of 
pollutants discharged. Flow reduction is 
a significant part of the model 
technology for pretreatment because it 
reduces the amount of toxic pollutants 
introduced into a POTW. For this 
reason, no alternative concentration 
standards are promulgated for indirect 
dischargers. 

Implementation of the PSES will 
remove annually an estimated 18.700 kg 
of toxic metal and organic pollutants 
(from estimated current discharge) at a 
capital cost, above equipment in place, 
of $9.2 million and a total annual cost of 
$7.7 million. The Agency believes that 
implementation of PSES will not result 
in any plant closures or job losses. 

The Agency has considered the 
deadline for compliance for PSES. Few if 
any of the copper forming plants have 
installed and are properly operating the 
treatment technology for PSES. 
Additionally, the readjustment of 
internal processing conditions to 
achieve reduced wastewater flows may 
require more time than for only the 
installation of end-of-pipe treatment 
equipment. Additionally, many plants in 
this and other industries will be 
installing the treatment equipment 
suggested as model technologies for this 
regulation and this may result in delays 
in engineering, ordering, installing, and 
operating this equipment. For all these 
reasons, the Agency has decided to set 
the PSES compliance date at three years 
after promulgation of this regulation. 

PSNS: EPA is promulgating PSNS 
based on end-of-pipe treatment and in- 
process controls equivalent to that used 
as the basis for NSPS. The flow 
allowances for PSNS are also the same 
as those for NSPS. As discussed under 
PSES, pass through of the regulated 
pollutants will occur without adequate 


pretreatment and, therefore, 
pretreatment standards are required. 

The pollutants regulated under PSNS 
are chromium, copper, lead, nickel, zinc, 
and TTO. Six toxic metals, antimony, 
arsenic, beryllium, cadmium, silver and 
selenium, which are not specifically 
regulated will be adequately controlUsi 
when the regulated metals are treated to 
the levels achievable by the model 
treatment technology. Monitoring for oil 
and grease has been established as an 
alternative to monitoring for TTO as 
discussed under PSES. 

In order to estimate costs and 
pollutant removals for new sources, the 
Agency used the "normal plant" as 
discussed in this preamble under NSPS. 
A new indirect discharge normal plant 
having the industry average annual 
production level wouki generate a raw 
waste of 1.837 kg per year of toxic metal 
and organic pollutants. The PSNS 
technology would reduce these pollutant 
levels to 75 kg per year of these same 
toxic pollutants. The total capital 
investment cost for a new normal plan! 
to install PSNS technology estimated to 
be $1.23 million, compared with 
investment costs of $1.18 million to 
install technology equivalent to PSES 
Similar figures for total annual costs are 
$1.05 million for PSNS and $1.02 million 
for PSES. As PSNS costs are 
approximately the same as PSES costs 
for existing sources, the new source 
performance standards will not pose a 
barrier to entry. 

Vi. Economic Consideration 

A. Costs and Economic Impact 

The Agency's economic impact 
assessment of this regulation is 
presented in the report entitled 
Economic Impact Analysis of Effluent 
Standards and Limitations for the 
Copper Forming Industry. This report 
details the investment and annual costs 
for the copper forming category. 
Compliance costs are based on 
engineering estimates of capital 
requirements for the effluent control 
systems described earlier in this 
preamble. The report assesses the 
impact of effluent control costs in terms 
of price changes, production changes, 
plant closures, employment effects, ami 
balance of trade effects. The impacts for 
each of the regulatory model treatment 
technologies are discussed in the report. 

The economic analysis also reflects 
other industry comments, additional 
information provided since proposal, 
and the use of current information on 
financial and economic characteristics 
of the industry. Since proposal, 
compliance costs have been revised as 
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■discussed In Section IX of this preamble 

■ and in Section VUI of the development 

■ document As a consequence, estimated 

■ costs of compliance have increased. 

I Since proposal, economic surveys 
I were received from two additional 

£ t$. Data from these plants have 
i added to our data base and 
I incorporated into our economic analysis. 

EPA has identified 176 plants in the 
I copper forming category that are 
I covered by this regulation. Of these 176 
I plants. 37 are direct dischargers and 45 
I ire indirect dischargers. The remaining 
194 plants do not discharge wastewater. 

I Total investment for combined BAT and 
I PSES is estimated to be $15.7 million 
I with annual costs of $14.0 million. 

I including depreciation and interest. 

I These costs are expressed in 1982 
I dollars as are all the following costs. 

I No plant closures or job losses are 
projected as a result of compliance costs 
for this regulation. If all costs were 
passed on to consumers, price increases 
would be less than one percent. The 
above costs reflect EPA's estimate of 
required monitoring, f.e., 12 days per 
month for large plants and one day per 
month for small plants. If all plants are 
required either by their control authority 
or thetr permit writer to monitor at least 
10 days per month, then total annual 
costs would increase by 0.8 million, from 
$14 0 million to $14.8 million. No 
closures or unemployment effects are 
projected to result from this level of 
monitoring; the average increase in the 
cost of production would be negligible. 
Our analysis shows that changes in 
price due to changes in cost would be 
very small because of the demand and 
supply elasticities for copper forming 
products. No measurable balance-of- 
trade effect is expected from this 
regulation due to the insignificance of 
the estimated change in the price of 
copper forming products, and due to the 
absence of projected plant closures. EPA 
nas determined this regulation is 
economically achievable. 

1 he methodology for the economic 
analysis is the same as that used at 
'Toposal. It is detailed in Chapter II of 
Economic Impact Analysis. Using 
revised compliance costs and financial 
^formation for each plant, we 
performed a capital availability analysis 
anc * plant closures analysis. 

ihe capital availability analysis uses 
3 capital budgeting approach. Given the 
profitability of the plant and the cost of 
pollution control, if the plant has a 
positive cash flow after investment. It 
can afford the pollution control, 
implicitly, then, that plant can obtain 
' nancing for the pollution control 
nvestment. In the plant closure 
analysis, plants are assumed to close if 


the expected discounted cash return of 
the plant, less the investment costs of 
the pollution control equipment, is less 
than the salvage value of the plant. The 
results of the closure analysis were 
extrapolated to include all 82 copper 
forming plants that discharge 
wastewater. 

BPT: the BPT regulation is expected to 
affect all 37 direct discharging plants. 
BPT for these 37 plants is projected at 
$6.4 million in investment costs and $6.6 
million in annual costs (including 
depreciation and interest). These costs 
are the engineering compliance cost 
estimates presented earlier in the 
preamble and are conservative because 
they are based on the assumption that 
all plants not presently in compliance 
will install BPT technology without flow 
reduction, even in cases where it may be 
less expensive to reduce flows prior to 
end-of-pipe treatment. According to the 
analysis of economic impact, no plant 
closures or job losses are associated 
with the BPT treatment option. If all 
costs were passed on to consumers, 
price increases would be 0.2 percent. 

We believe facilities will choose the 
most economical means of compliance 
with BPT and, if going directly to BAT is 
less expensive, will choose to install 
BAT technology with flow reduction. 

The reduced BAT regulatory flows allow 
installation of smaller treatment systems 
with less capital expenditures and 
annual cost. These costs are projected to 
be $5.8 million in investment costs and 
$6.1 million in annual costs (including 
depreciation and interest). Again, no 
plant closures or job losses are 
projected. If all costs were passed on to 
consumers, price increases would be 0.2 
percent The Agency has determined 
that the effluent reduction benefits 
associated with compliance with BPT 
justify the costs. 

BAT: Compliance costs and resulting 
economic impacts for BAT are based on 
going from existing treatment to 
installing BAT. All 37 direct dischargers 
will be affected by the BAT limitations. 
These 37 plants would share investment 
costs estimated at $6.5 million and total 
annual costs of $6.3 million, including 
depredation and interest. The Agency 
believes that this option will not result 
in any plant closures or job losses. If all 
costs were passed on to consumers, 
price increases would be 0.2 percent 
Therefore, the Agency believes that 
compliance with BAT will be 
economically achievable. 

PSES: All 45 indirect dischargers will 
incur costs to comply with this 
regulation. These 45 plants will share 
investment costs of $9.2 million and 
annual costs of $7.7 million, including 
depreciation and interest The Agency 


believes that this option will not result 
in any closures on job losses. If all costs 
were passed on to consumers, price 
increases would be 0.7 percent. 
Therefore, the Agency believes that 
compliance with PSES will be 
economically achievable. 

NSPS-PSNS: The copper forming 
category is a very mature industry and 
has not grown rapidly during the last 
decade. This trend is expected to 
continue. The copper forming category is 
also very sensitive to the behavior of the 
U.S. economy. The demand for copper 
products has declined during the current 
recession during which all copper 
forming major end-use markets have 
been depressed, including construction, 
transportation, and electrical and 
electronic products. According to EPA's 
analysis, this is a temporary condition 
and the demand for copper formed 
products will recover. The baseline 
supply and demand forecasts are based 
upon empirical models developed over 
the 1960 to 1979 historical period. While 
growth in the demand for copper formed 
products is projected during the next 
decade, it is expected to be met through 
expanded capacity at domestic plants 
and from overseas operations. During 
the next decade, some existing plants 
may be modified or replaced and some 
new plants may be built. The total 
number of copper forming plants in the 
U.S. are projected to be the same. 

The Agency has estimated that the per 
plant costs associated with NSPS and 
PSNS will be approximately equal to 
those for BAT and PSES as previously 
discussed in Section V. BAT and PSES 
are based on technology consisting of 
flow reduction, lime and settle, and 
where necessary, preliminary treatment 
with chromium reduction, chemical 
emulsion breaking, and oil skimming. 
NSPS adds filtration and greater flow 
reduction achieved by countercurrent 
rinsing of the pickling rinse stream. The 
Agency believes that the additional 
costs of Rltration for NSPS will be offset 
by the lower treatment costs associated 
with smaller wastewater flows using 
countercurrent rinsing. Therefore, new 
sources, regardless of whether they 
result from major modifications of 
existing facilities or are constructed as 
greenfield sites, will have costs 
approximately equivalent to the costs 
existing sources will incur in achieving 
BAT and PSES. The Agency believes 
that neither NSPS nor PSNS will deter 
entry into copper forming. The Agency 
requested but received no comment on 
the conclusions that costs for PSNS and 
NSPS are approximately equal to BAT 
and PSES costs and that greenfield and 








36950 Federal Register / VoL 48, No, 158 / Monday, August 15. 1983 / Rules and Regulations 


major modification plants will incur 
similar costs. 

B. Executive Order 12291 

Executive Order 12291 requires EPA 
and other agencies to perform regulatory 
impacts analyses of major regulations. 
Major rule9 are those which impose a 
cost on the economy of $100 million a 
year or more or have certain other 
economic impacts. This regulation is not 
a major rule because its annualized cost 
of $14.0 million is less than $100 million 
and it meets none of the other criteria 
specified in Section 1 paragraph (b) of 
the Executive Order. The economic 
impact analysis prepared for this 
proposed rulemaking meets the 
requirements for non-major rules. 

C. Regulatory Flexibility Analysis 

Pub. L 96-354 requires EPA to prepare 
an Initial Regulatory Flexibility Analysis 
for all proposed regulations that have a 
significant impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. This analysis 
may be done in conjunction with or as a 
part of any other analysis conducted by 
the Agency. The economic impact 
analysis described above indicates that 
there will not be a significant impact on 
any segment of the regulated population, 
large or small. Therefore, a formal 
regulatory flexibility analysis is not 
required. 

D. SBA Loans 

The Agency is continuing to 
encourage copper formers to use Small 
Business Administration (SBA) 
financing as needed for pollution control 
equipment. The three basic programs 
are: (1) The Guaranteed Pollution 
Control Bond Program, (2) the Section 
503 Program, and (3) the Regular 
Guarantee Program. All the SBA loan 
programs are only open to businesses 
that have: (a) Net assets less than $6 
million, (b) an average annual after-tax 
income of less than $2 million, and (c) 
fewer than 250 employees. The 
estimated economic impacts for this 
category do not include consideration of 
financing available through these 
programs. 

The Section 503 Program, as amended 
in July 1980. allows long-term loans to 
small and medium sized businesses. 
These loans are made by SBA approved 
local development companies. For the 
first time, these companies are 
authorized to issue Government-backed 
debentures that are bought by the 
Federal Financing Bank, an arm of the 
U.S. Treasury. 

Through SBA’s Regular Guarantee 
Program, loans are made available by 
commercial banks and are guaranteed 


by the SBA. This program has interest 
rates equivalent to market rates. 

For additional information on the 
Regular Guarantee and Section 503 
Programs contact your district or local 
SBA Office. The coordinator a* EPA 
headquarters is Ms. Frances Desselle 
who may be reached at (202) 382-5373. 
For further information and specifics on 
the Guaranteed Pollution Control Bond 
Program contact: U.S. Small Business 
Administration, Office of Pollution 
Control Financing. 4040 North Fairfax 
Drive. Rosslyn. Virginia 22203 (703) 235- 
2902. 

VIL Nonwater Quality Environmental 
Impacts 

Eliminating or reducing one form of 
pollution may cause other 
environmental problems. Sections 304(b) 
and 306 of the Act require EPA to 
consider the nonwater quality 
environmental impacts (including energy 
requirements) of certain regulations. In 
compliance with these provisions, we 
considered the effect of this regulation 
on air pollution, solid waste generation, 
water scarcity, and energy consumption. 
This regulation was circulated to and 
reviewed by EPA personnel responsible 
for nonwater quality programs. While it 
is difficult to balance pollution problems 
against each other and against energy 
use. we believe that this regulation will 
best serve often competing national 
goals. 

The following nonwater quality 
environmental impacts (including energy 
requirements) are associated with the 
final regulation. The Administrator has 
determined that the impacts identified 
below are justified by the benefits 
associated with compliance with the 
limitations and standards. 

A. Air Pollution 

imposition of BPT. BAT. NSPS. PSES. 
and PSNS will not create any 
substantial air pollution problems 
because the wastewater treatment* 
technologies required to meet these 
limitations and standards do not cause 
air pollution. 

B. Solid Waste 

EPA estimates that copper forming 
facilities generated 39.000 metric tons of 
solid wastes (wet basis) in 1978 as a 
result of wastewater treatment In place. 
These wastes were comprised of 
treatment system sludges containing 
toxic metals, including chromium, 
copper, lead, nickel, and zinc; and oil 
removed during oil skimming and 
chemical emulsion breaking that 
contains toxic organics. 

EPA estimates that BPT will 
contribute an additional 13,000 metric 


tons per year of solid wastes over that 
which is currently being generated by 
the copper forming industry. BAT and 
PSES will increase these wastes by 
approximately 11.000 metric tons per 
year beyond BPT levels. These sludges 
will necessarily contain additional 
quantities (and concentrations) of toxic 
metal pollutants. The normal plant was 
used to estimate the sludge generated at 
NSPS and PSNS and we estimate that 
NSPS and PSNS will generate 10 percent 
more sludge over BAT and PSES. The 
final rule provides a flow allowance for 
drawing spent lubricant, in contrast to 
the proposed rule which was based an 
contract hauling of this wastewater 
stream. The decrease in the total 
amount of sludge generated from this 
change will not be significant. 

The Agency examined the solid 
wastes that would be generated at 
copper forming plants by the suggested 
treatment technologies and believes 
they are not hazarclous under Section 
3001 of the Resource Conserv ation and 
Recovery Act (RCRA). This judgment is 
made based on the recommended 
technology of lime precipitation. By the 
addition of a small excess of lime during 
treatment, similar sludges, specifically 
toxic metal bearing sludges, generated 
by other industries such as the iron and 
steel industry passed the EP toxicity 
test. See 40 CFR 261.24 (45 FR 33064 
(May 19,1980)). Thus, the Agency 
believes that the copper forming 
wastewater sludges will similarly not be 
found hazardous if the recommended 
technology is applied. Since the copper 
forming solid wastes are not believed to 
be hazardous, no estimates were made 
of costs for disposing of hazardous 
wastes in accordance with RCRA 
requirements. 

Although it is the Agency’s view that 
solid wastes generated as a result of 
these guidelines are not expected to be 
classified as hazardous under the 
regulations implementing Subtitle C of 
the Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act, generators of these 
wastes must test the waste to determine 
if the wastes meet any of the 
characteristics of hazardous waste. See 
40 CFR 262.11 (45 FR 12732-12733 
(February 26,1980)). The Agency may 
also list these sludlges as hazardous 
pursuant to 40 CFR 261.11 (45 FR 33121 
(May 19.1980), as amended at 45 FR 
76624 (November 19. I960)). 

If these wastes are identified as 
hazardous, they will come within the 
scope of RCRA’s "cradle to grave” 
hazardous waste management program, 
requiring regulation from the point of 
generation to point of final disposition. 
EPA‘s generator standards would 
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I inquire generators of hazardous copper 
I forming wastes to meet containerization, 
I libeling, recordkeeping, and reporting 
I requirements. In addition, if copper 
I formers dispose of hazardous wastes 
I they would have to prepare a 
I manifest which would track the 
I movement of the wastes from the 
I generator’s premises to a permitted off- 
I ute treatment, storage, or disposal 
I facility See 40 CFR 262.20 (45 FR 33142 
I |May 19, I960)). The transporter 
I regulations require transporters of 
I hazardous wastes to comply with the 
I manifest system to assure that the 
I wastes are delivered to a permitted 
facility See 40 CFR 263.20 (45 FR 33151 
(May 19, I960)), as amended at 45 FR 
66973 (December 31, I960)). Finally, 

RCRA regulations establish standards 
for hazardous waste treatment, storage, 
ind disposal facilities allowed to 
receive such wastes. See 40 CFR Part 
464 (46 FR 2802 (January 12,1981), 47 FR 
32274 (July 28,19S2)). 

Wastes which are not hazardous must 
be disposed of in a manner that will not 
violate the open dumping prohibition of 
4005 of RCRA. See 44 FR 53438 
(September 13,1979). The Agency has 
calculated as part of the costs for 
wastewater treatment the cost of 
hauling and disposing of these wastes in 
accordance with these requirements. For 
more details, see Section VIII of the 
technical development document. 

C Consumptive Water Loss 

Treatment and control technologies 
that require extensive recycling and 
reuse of water may require cooling 
mechanisms. Evaporative cooling 
mechanisms can cause water loss and 
contribute to water scarcity problems— 
a primary concern in arid and semi-arid 
regions. While this regulation assumes 
water reuse, the quantity of water 
involved is not regionally significant. 

Wo conclude that the pollution 
reduction benefits of recycle 
technologies outweigh their impact on 
consumptive water loss. 

D. Energy Requirements 

EPA estimates that the achievement 
of BAT effluent limitations will result in 
a nei increase of electrical energy 
consumption of approximately 0.6 
million kilowatt-hours per year. To 
achieve the BAT effluent limitations, a 
typical direct discharger will increase 
totu l en crgy consumption by less than 1 
Percent of the energy consumed for 
production purposes. NSPS will not 
* : gmficantly add to total energy 
consumption since new source 

and pumps will be smaller 
^ therefore use less energy due to the 
decreased flows resulting from flow 


reduction. A normal plant was used to 
estimate the energy requirements for a 
new source. A new source wastewater 
treatment system will add 122,000 
kilowatt-hours per year to the total 
industry energy requirements. 

The agency estimates that PSES will 
result in a net increase in electrical 
energy consumption of approximately 
0.5 million kilowatt-hours per year. To 
achieve PSES, an indirect discharger 
will increase energy consumption by 
less than 2 percent of the energy 
consumed for production purposes. 
PSNS, like NSPS, will not significantly 
add to total energy consumption based 
on a normal plant calculation. 

VIII. Pollutants Not Regulated 

The Settlement Agreement in NRDC 
v. Train, supra contains provision* 
authorizing the exclusion from 
regulation in certain instances of toxic 
pollutants and industry subcategories. 
These provisions have been rewritten in 
a Revised Settlement Agreement which 
was approved by the District Court for 
the District of Columbia on March 9, 
1979. See NRDC v. Costle. 12 ERC 1833 
(D.D.C. 1979). Because the Agency is 
regulating the copper forming industry 
as a single category, no subcategories 
are excluded from regulation. Data 
supporting exclusion of the pollutants 
identified below are presented in 
Sections V and IX of the development 
document. 

The Agency has deleted the following 
three pollutants from the toxic pollutant 
list: Dichlorofluoromethane (50) and 
trichlorofluoromethane (49). 40 FR 79692 
(January 8,1981); and bis 
(chloromethyl)ether (17), 46 FR 10723 
(February 4,1981). 

Paragraph 8(a)(tit) of the Revised 
Settlement .Agreement allows the 
Administrator to exclude from 
regulation toxic pollutants not 
detectable by Section 304(h) analytical 
methods or other state-of-the-art 
methods. The toxic pollutants not 
detected and, therefore, excluded from 
regulation are listed in Appendix B to 
this preamble. 

Parapaph 8{a)(iii) also allows the 
Administrator to exclude from 
regulation toxic pollutants detected In 
amounts too small to be effectively 
reduced by technologies known to the 
Administrator. Appendix C to this 
preamble lists the toxic pollutants which 
were detected in the effluent in amounts 
at or below the nominal limit of 
analytical quantification, which are too 
6mall to be effectively reduced and 
which, therefore, are excluded from 
regulation. 

Paragraph 8(a)(iii) also allows the 
Administrator to exclude from 


regulation toxic pollutants which will be 
effectively controlled by the 
technologies used as the basis for other 
effluent limitations guidelines, standards 
of performance, or pretreatment 
standards. Appendix D list those toxic 
pollutants which will be effectively 
controlled by the other limitations or 
standards being promulgated even 
though they are not specifically 
regulated. 

Paragraph 8(a)(iii) also allows the 
Administrator to exclude from 
regulation toxic pollutants detectable in 
the effluent from only a small number of 
sources within the subcategory because 
they are uniquely related to those 
sources. Appendix E to this notice lists 
for the toxic pollutant which was 
detected In the effluents of only one 
plant, is uniquely related to that plant, 
and is not related to the manufacturing 
processes under study. 

IX. Public Participation and Response to 
Major Comments 

Industry and government groups have 
participated during the development of 
these effluent guidelines and standards. 
Following the publication of the 
proposed rule on November 12,1982 in 
the Federal Register, we provided the 
development document and the 
economic impact analysis supporting the 
proposed rule to industry, government 
agencies, and the public sector. On 
January 14.1983. corrections to the 
proposed rule were published in the 
Federal Register and the comment 
period was extended until February 14, 
1983. A permit writers workshop was 
held on the copper forming rulemaking 
in Boston. Massachusetts on January 4. 
1933. On January 10.1983 in 
Washington, D.C., a public hearing was 
held on the proposed pretreatment 
standards at which one person 
presented testimony. Twenty-two 
commenters submitted a total of 
approximately 125 individual comments 
on the proposed regulation. 

All comments received have been 
carefully considered, and appropriate 
changes in the regulation have been 
made whenever available data and 
information supported those changes. 
Major issues raised by the comments 
are addressed in this section of the 
preamble. A summary of all comments 
received and our detailed responses to 
these comments is included in a 
document entitled Response to Public 
Comments. Proposed Copper Forming 
Effluent Limitations and Standards 
which has been placed in the public 
record for this regulation. 
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The following is a discussion of the 
Agency’s responses to the principal 
comments. 

1. Combined Metals Data Base 
(CMDB). The Agency received several 
comments on the copper forming 
proposal relating to the use of the CMDB 
to determine treatment effectiveness for 
lime and settle treatment. Comments on 
the CMDB also were submitted on other 
proposed regulations. The Agency has 
considered all the comments submitted 
on the copper forming proposal and 
comments on other proposals that are 
relevant to copper forming. Summaries 
of specific comments submitted on 
copper forming proposal and the 
Agency’s responses are set forth below. 
Other comments and responses on the 
CMDB can be found in the Response to 
Public Comments. Proposed Copper 
Forming Effluent Limitations and 
Standards. 

a. Comment One commenter 
complained about the small size of the 
data base and the statistical methods 
used in analyzing it. Specifically, the 
commenter stated that the data base 
was too limited to reflect the 
effectiveness of lime and settle 
treatment and that variability wa 9 ill- 
defined by the available data and 
asserted that the statistical methods 
were too complicated. 

Response: The CMDB includes 162 
data points from 20 plants in five 
industrial categories with similar 
wastewaters. All plants in the data base 
have the recommended end-of-pipe 
treatment technology. Four of the plants 
in the data base are copper forming 
plants. These data were evaluated and 
analyzed to establish comparability of 
wastewater characteristics across 
categories and establish effluent 
limitations on the basis of data that 
represent good operation of the 
recommended technology. The use of 
comparable data from several categories 
enhances the estimates of treatment 
effectiveness and variability over those 
that would be obtained from data from 
any one category alone. The statistical 
methods used to assess homogeneity 
among the categories in the CMDB and 
to determine limitations are appropriate 
and are well known to statisticians. 

The methods used to analyze 
homogeneity are known generally as 
analysis of variance. Effluent limitations 
were determined by Fitting the data to a 
lognormal distribution and using 
estimation techniques that possess 
desirable statistical properties. These 
methods are described in detail in the 
document entitled A Statistical Analysis 
of the Combined Metals Industries 
Effluent Data which includes 


appropriate references to statistical 
texts, journal articles and monographs. 

The Agency confirmed that copper 
forming plants were achieving results 
that were consistent with the values 
determined from the CMDB by 
examining discharge monitoring reports 
(DMR) from 19 discharge points in 15 
copper forming plants. Although 
reported in summary forms (usually as 
monthly averages). DMR data can be 
used to construct annual average 
effluent concentration values. 

The DMR’s provided sufficient data to 
construct 42 annual average values for 
copper from the 19 discharge points. 
From one to four annual averages from 
each discharge point were available; 
most supplied three annual averages. 
These 42 averages were compared to the 
copper mean of 0.58 rng/1 calculated 
from the CMDB. 

Thirty-three of these 42 copper 
averages were less than the CMDB long¬ 
term average of 0.58 mg/1, All of the 
available annual averages for 11 of the 
discharge points were lower than the 
CMDB long-term average. The remaining 
eight discharge points had annual 
averages lower than the CMDB average 
in some years: of the eight discharge 
points, seven had only one year in 
which the annual average was greater 
than the CMDB average and the other 
discharge point reported two of four 
annual averages only slightly greater 
than the CMDB average. 

In a similar maimer, we compared 
DMR data on four other regulated 
pollutants and found that the annual 
averages are generally smaller than the 
values estimated from the CMDB for 
chromium, nickel, zinc, and TSS. This 
supports the use of the CMDB as the 
basis for treatment effectiveness of lime 
and settle technology in the copper 
forming category. 

b. Comment: One commenter 
recommended that EPA use the 
electroplating (metal finishing) data 
base to establish limitations and 
standards. 

Response: The Agency at one time 
considered including electroplating data 
in the CMDB, however, statistical 
analysis indicated that these data were 
not homogeneous with other metals 
industries data including copper forming 
data. Therefore, electroplating data 
were removed from the CMDB. 
Consistent with this analysis, the use of 
these data alone is not an appropriate 
means of determining lime and settle 
treatment effectiveness for the copper 
forming category. 

C. Comment: Another commenter 
criticized the inclusion of certain data 
points in the CMDB because they did 


not meet the Agency’s pH criteria. Other 
effluent data points were criticized 
because the corresponding influent to 
treatment concentration was lower than 
the treated effluent. 

Response: The Agency carefully 
reexamined the specific data points 
identified in comments as being 
incorrectly included in the combined 
metals data base. Of the four copper 
forming plants in the combined metalj 
data base, four data days show a pH 
below 7.0, In eliminating data from use 
in the data base, EPA used a pH editing 
rule which generally excludes data in 
cases where the pH is below 7.0 for 
extended periods of time (i.e., over two 
hours). The rationale for this rule was 
that low pH over a long period of time 
often indicates improper functioning of 
the treatment system. The time periods 
of low pH for the points in question 
cannot be determined horn existing 
data: however, because laige amounts 
of metals were removed and low 
effluent concentrations were being 
achieved, the pH at the point of 
precipitation necessarily had to be well 
above pH 7.0. The reason for the effluent 
pH falling below 7.0 cannot be 
determined from the available data, but 
it is presumed to be a pH rebound. This 
phenomenon is ofter encountered where 
a slow reacting acidic material is 
neutralized or reacts late in the 
treatment cycle. The Agency believes 
that the data in question are 
representative of a lime and settle 
treatment process which is being 
operated in an acceptable manner. 
Accordingly, the data have been 
retained in the CMDB. 

The commenter states that two 
effluent data points should have been 
excluded because the corresponding 
influent concentration was lower. In the 
case of one of the points, the commenter 
apparently made an error since the 
influent concentration listed by the 
commenter as 0.0 mg/l was listed as 60 0 
mg/1 in both the development document 
and the statistical analysis report. This 
data point is, accordingly, properly 
included. With regard to the second 
point, the effluent value for copper 
referred to by the commenter is larger 
than the influent value recorded on the 
same day. There was, however, no 
indication of treatment malfunction 
and/or mislabelling of the sample. The 
value was left in the data base because 
such values can occur in the course of 
normal operation. Deletion of the copper 
effluent value referred to by the 
commenter would result in a more 
stringent limitation for copper which the 
Agency does not believe would 
appropriately reflect treatment of 
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copper. Other comments on the CMDB 
raised the issue of the use of effluent 
measurements that were larger than 
influent measurements taken on the 
same day. In general, where there was 
no indication of treatment malfunction 
and/or mislabelling of the sample the 
values were retained in the data base. 

d. Comment One commcnter 
questioned the achievability of specific 
metal concentrations considering the 
spread of minimum solubilities for 
different metals at a range of pH values. 

Response: The treatment effectiveness 
values derived from the CMDB are 
based on observed performance of 
treatment systems rather than 
theoretical calculations. Use of 
theoretical solubility of pollutants alone 
is not appropriate for determining actual 
treatment effectiveness. We believe that 
the actual performance data in the 
CMDB reflect these theoretical 
considerations. 

2. Comment The Agency received 13 
comments criticizing the zero discharge 
allowance for drawing spent lubricant 
All of these commenters requested that 
the Agency provide a flow allowance as 
an alternative to zero discharge, so that 
plants could treat their waste using lime 
and settle technology. 

Response: As discussed in Section V 
of this preamble, the Agency is 
promulgating a flow allowance for the 
drawing spent lubricant operation. For a 
detailed discussion on this and our 
response see the Agency's Response to 
Comments Document. 

3. Comment Several commenters 
objected to the use of filtration in the 
model technology used as a basis for 
BAT and PSES. They stated that the 
addition of filtration to the treatment 
train would not substantially reduce the 
metals content of the effluent and that 
the cost of nitration is not justified by 
the additional pollutant removal it 
provides. 

Response: The Agency is not 
promulgating BAT and PSES based on 
rcodel treatment technology including 
filtration for the reasons stated earlier in 
Section V of this preamble. 

4. Comment Two commenters assert 
that the proposed pickling and alkaline 
cleaning rinse allowances were 
inadequate for forged parts. They stated 
that these regulatory flows are almost 
entirely based on data from other 
forming operations and that these other 
operations do not accurately reflect the 
amount of water needed for adequate 
rinsing of forged parts. The basis for 
their assertions is that forged parts are 
often small with intricate shapes. As a 
result these parts have cavities and 
other configurational peculiarities that 
trap and carry significant amounts of the 


pickling and alkaline cleaning bath 
water to the rinse stage. To offset the 
additional "drag-out" and thereby 
maintain the same degree of product 
cleanliness for forged parts as with 
other formed products, plants need to 
use and discharge greater quantities of 
rinse water. 

Response: The Agency agrees with the 
commenters that rinsing of forged parts 
requires a greater amount of water and 
is promulgating larger flow allowances 
for pickling and alkaline cleaning rinse. 
See Section V of this preamble for 
additional discussion. 

5. Comment The Agency received 
seven comments from four commenters 
criticizing the use of mass-based 
limitations and standards. The 
commenters stated that: (a) mass-based 
controls could require disclosure of 
confidential information; (b) they are not 
enforceable by a POTW because 
production data are needed; (c) they 
cannot be reconciled with 
concentration-based limitations and 
standards under the combined waste 
stream formula; and (d) concentration 
only standards rather than mass-based 
standards are adequate because plants 
are forbidden to use dilution to comply 
with the concentration-based standards. 

Response: The Agency is 
promulgating mass-based limitations 
and standards because flow reduction is 
an integral part of the treatment 
technology which must be included to 
reduce the quantity of pollutants 
discharged to the required level. In 
developing the copper forming 
regulation, the Agency examined the 
sources and amounts of water used in 
the various manufacturing operations. 
EPA found that for all process 
operations a significant number of 
plants used more water than the process 
required, and further, that for a number 
of processes, water was being recycled 
by many plants in the category. 
Accordingly, flow reduction was 
incorporated as an integral part of the 
model treatment technology for copper 
forming. Mass-based limitations are 
necessary for this category to 
adequately control the total discharge of 
pollutants. With respect to specific 
comments above: 

(a) A company may have to provide 
the POTW production information that 
it may wish to have considered 
confidential. Such information is 
generally reported in a manner not 
readily usable by competing companies. 
More importantly, this information is 
necessary to calculate the individual 
discharge limits and to determine 
compliance with the regulation. 

(b) The standards are independently 
enforceable. Pretreatment standards are 


calculated using the average rate of 
production for each operation. See 40 
CFR 403.12(b)(3). The average rate of 
production should represent a 
reasonable measure of actual facility 
production. 

(c) The combined waste stream 
formula as described in the General 
Pretreotment Standards (40 CFR Part 
403) provides for the calculation of 
limitations for combined streams for 
both mass-based and concentration- 
based standards. 

If an integrated plant is required to 
comply with a categorical pretreatment 
standard expressed only in mass-based 
limits and another categorical 
pretreatment standard expressed only in 
concentration-based limits, a mass- 
based limit should be applied to the 
combined flow. To accomplish this 
under the formula, the concentration 
limit may be converted to a mass limit 
by multiplying the concentration limit by 
the average or other appropriate flow of 
the regulated stream to which the limit 
applies. 

(d) Mass-based standards incorporate 
technology which reduces the amount of 
process wastewater discharged from 
certain manufacturing operations. While 
plants are forbidden to use dilution to 
comply with pretreatment standards, the 
mass-based standards are intended to 
further ensure that the Agency’s 
standards are met. 

6. Comment Four commenters 
responded to the Agency's request for 
comments on whether copper forming 
wastewater treatment sludges are 
hazardous as defined under RCRA. One 
commenter expressed agreement with 
EPA that these wastes are not 
hazardous. One commenter estimated 
that 50 percent of these sludges would 
be hazardous with respect to the EP 
Toxicity Test outlined in the federal 
hazardous waste regulations. 

Response: The Agency contacted the 
commenter who asserted that copper 
forming wastewater treatment sludges 
would be hazardous and requested that 
this commenter submit data supporting 
this assertion. The commenter submitted 
information pertaining to the toxidty of 
sludges from four plants; only one of 
which was shown to be hazardous with 
respect to the RCRA EP Toxidty Test 
outlined at 40 CFR Part 261. This sludge 
was generated by a plant processing 
leaded brass. Of the remaining three 
plants, the sludges from one are 
considered hazardous by the state, 
while sludges from the other two plants 
are not presently considered hazardous. 

In regard to the leaded brass fadlity. 
the Agency contacted the commenter by 
telephone in order to inquire whether 
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excess of lime was employed in the 
chemical precipitation unit The plant 
has been operating its treatment without 
excess lime in order to avoid exceeding 
the states' pH limitation of 8.0. The 
copper forming regulation establishes a 
higher pH limit for discharged waters. 
Should the permitting authority refuse to 
accept the higher pH waters, the copper 
former could add acid to reduce the pH 
before discharge at a substantially 
smaller cost than the added cost of 
disposal of the sludge as a hazardous 
material. Therefore, the hazardous 
nature of this sludge is a site-specific 
problem. The Agency does not believe it 
is necessary to cost leaded brass 
sludges or any copper forming sludges 
as hazardous. 

a. Comment: Two comments were that 
these sludges would not be hazardous 
under RCRA, but would be considered 
hazardous by the states. 

Response: The Agency is aware that 
some states have more stringent solid 
waste disposal laws than required by 
EPA and therefore, copper forming 
wastewater treatment sludges may be 
considered hazardous by these states 
even though they would not be 
considered hazardous under RCRA. The 
cost to dispose of such sludges as 
hazardous is a state-specific cost and is 
not a cost associated with this federal 
regulation. 

b. Comment: One commenter asserted 
that the classification of copper forming 
treatment sludges as nonhazardous is in 
conflict with EPA's classification of 
battery and coil coating sludges as 
hazardous. Sludges from these 
categories should have the same 
classification because the Agency, in 
using data from all these categories in 
the CMDB, has claimed that these * 
wastewaters are similar in all material 
respects. 

Response: The commenter's statement 
that the nonhazardous classification of 
copper forming wastes is in conflict with 
other categories is an error. EPA points 
out that with the exception of a small 
segment of plants in the coil coating 
category (aluminum coil coating) and 
mercury containing battery wastewater 
sludges, sludges from these categories 
have also been determined to be non¬ 
hazardous. 

7. Comment Copper and Brass 
Fabricator's Council (CBFC) asserted 
that EPA did not provide flow 
allowances for all copper forming 
operations which generated wastewater. 
The specific operations described are 
hydrotesting, sawing, surface milling, 
surface coating, tumbling or burnishing, 
and maintenance. 

Response: The Agency contacted all 
companies identified by CBFC as having 


data on these operations. After review 
of the data and information submitted, 
we agree with the comment that flow 
allowances should be established for the 
above operations. See BPT section of the 
preamble for a further discussion. The 
final regulation provides regulatory 
flows for these operations based on the 
data submitted in support of their 
comment. While the addition of these 
flow allowances is justified, this change 
has little impact on the overall 
regulation, in that, total pollutant 
discharges after BAT are only increased 
by less than 2 percent. 

8. Comment: Copper and Brass 
Fabricator's Council (CBFC) criticized 
the Agency's estimate of compliance 
costs. They stated that the costs are not 
well founded and are based on limited 
data. Further, they asserted that the 
coBts are underestimated. As an 
example, one of Its members spent $2 
million on a system comparable to PSES 
model technology while the Agency's 
estimated compliance costs for all 
indirect dischargers is $8.0 million for 
capital costs and $5.3 million for annual 
costs. 

Response: Since proposal, the Agency 
expanded the number of plants costed 
from 16 to 31. We believe the number of 
plants is wholely adequate as a base for 
estimating compliance costs. BPT capital 
costs have increased from $2.4 to $6.4 
primarily because we modified our 
engineering approach for estimating the 
additional wastewater treatment 
technology that a plant would need to 
comply with the regulation. At proposal, 
we adjusted costs for equipment in 
place and for specific process operating 
conditions which lowered overall 
treatment costs for a particular plant, 
but may not have been applicable to all 
plants in the category. Final compliance 
costs reflect adjustments made for 
equipment in place and so BPT costs 
estimates ae higher than they were at 
proposal BAT and PSES costs did not 
increase as much from proposal ($0.3 for 
BAT and $1.2 million for PSES) because 
the site specific changes made at BPT 
were not used for BAT and PSES. 

Annual costs for BPT. BAT and PSES 
are higher because the revised costs 
include operating and maintenance 
costs for equipment-in-place and not 
only costs for additional treatment as do 
the proposed annual costs. Annual costs 
have increased by $5.6 million for BPT. 
4.3 for BAT, and $2.4 million for PSES. 

For a detailed discussion of the 
Agency's estimate of compliance costs 
see Section 8 of the development 
document. 

We interpret CBFC’s second comment 
to mean that since one plant incurred 
costs of $2.0 million, the total cost for all 


indirect dischargers should be $2.0 
million multiplied by ail indirect 
dischargers. This method of estimating 
compliance costs does not accurately 
reflect costs of compliance of this 
regulation because it does not take 
existing treatment in-place into account 
when the Agency considers capital costs 
associated with additional treatment 
equipment which must be installed to 
meet this regulation. The total costs of 
PSES is $9.2 million which we believe 
fairly represents the capita) cost 
attributable to this regulation. 

X. Best Management Practices 

Section 304(e) of the Clean Water Act 
gives the Administrator authority to 
prescribe "best management practices’* 
(BMP). EPA is not promulgating BMP 
specific to copper forming. 

XI. Upset and Bypass Provisions 

A recurring issue of concern has been 
whether industry guidelines should 
include provisions authorizing 
noncompliance with effluent limitations 
during periods of "upset" or "bypass M 
An upset, sometimes called an 
"excursion." Is an unintentional 
noncompliance occurring for reasons 
beyond the reasonable control of the 
permittee. It has been argued that an 
upset provision in EPA's effluent 
limitations is necessary because such 
upsets will inevitably occur even in 
properly operated control equipment 
Because technology-based limitations 
require only what technology can 
achieve, it is claimed that liability for 
such situations is improper. When 
confronted with this issue, courts have 
disagreed on whether on explicit upset 
or excursion exemption is necessary, or 
whether upset or excursion incidents 
may be handled through exercise of 
EPA's enforcement discretion. Compare 
Marathon Oil Co. v. EPA, 564 F.2d 1253 
(9th Cir. 1977) with Weyerhaeuser v. 

Cos tie, supra, and Com Refiners 
Association, et. al. v. Cos tie. No. 78-1069 
(8th Cir.. April 2,1979). See also 
American Petroleum Institute v. EPA, 
540 F.2d 1023 (10th Cir. 1976); CPC 
International, Inc. v. Train, 540 F.2d 1320 
(8th Cir. 1976); FMC Corp . v. Train, 539 
F.2d 973 (4th Cir. 1976). 

An upset is an unintentional episode 
during which effluent limits are 
exceeded; a bypass, however, is an act 
of intentional noncompliance during 
which waste treatment facilities are 
circumvented in emergency situations. 
We have, in the past, included bypass 
provisions in NPDES permits. 

We determined that both upset and 
bypass provisions should be included in 
NPDES permits and have promulgated 
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I T permit regulations that include upset 
and bypass permit provisions (see 40 
CFK 122.41, 45 FR 14166 (April 1.1983)). 
The upset provision establishes an upset 
as an affirmative defense to prosecution 
for violation of technology-based 
effluent limitations. The bypass 
provision authorizes bypassing to 
prevent loss of life, personal injury, or 
severe property damage. Consequently, 

I although permittees in the copper 

I forming industry will be entitled to upset 
I and bypass provisions in NPDES 

I permits, *hi» final regulation does not 

I address these issues. 

I XII Variances and Modifications 

I Upon the promulgation of this 
I regulation, the appropriate effluent 
I limitations must be applied in all 

I Federal and State NPDES permits 
I thereafter issued to direct dischargers in 
I the copper forming industry. In addition, 
I on promulgation, the pretreatment 
I limitations are directly applicable to any 
I indirect dischargers. 

I For the DPT effluent limitations, the 
only exception to the binding limitations 
is FPA‘s '‘fundamentally different 
factors” variance. See K /. duPont 
I deNemours & Co. v. Train. 430 U.S. 112 
(1977); Weyerhaueser Co. v. Cos tie , 
supra. This variance recognizes factors 
concerning a particular discharger that 
are fundamentally different from the 
factors considered in this rulemaking. 
Although this variance clause was set 
forth in EPA’s 1973 to 1978 industry 
regulations, it is now included in the 
NPDES regulations and will not be 
included in the copper forming or other 
industry regulations. See the NPDES 
regulations at 40 CFR Part 125, Sub- 
■ part D. 

The BAT limitations in this regulation 
are also subject to EPA'a 
"fundamentally different factors” 
variance. In addition, BAT limitations 
for nonconventional pollutants are 
subject to modifications under Sections 
301(c) and 301(g) of the Act; however, 
we are not regulating any 
nonconventional pollutants for the 
copper forming category. 

Pretreatment standards for existing 
purees are subject to the 
fundamentally different factors” 
variance and credits for pollutants 
removed by POTW. (See 40 CFR 403.7, 
403.13.) Pretreatment standards for new 
sources are subject only to the credits 
Provision in 40 CFR 403.7. NSPS are not 
subject to EPA’t “fundamentally 
different factors” variance or any 
statutory or regulatory modifications. 

See £ /. duPont DsNemouts & Co. v. 
Train, supra. 


Xlli. Implementation of Limitations and 
Standards 

A. Relationship to NPDES Permits 

The BPT and BAT limitations and 
NSPS in this regulation will be applied 
to individual copper forming plants 
through NPDES permits issued by EPA 
or approved state agencies, under 
Section 402 of the Act. As discussed in 
the preceding section of this preamble, 
these limitations must be applied in all 
Federal and State NPDES permits 
except to the extent that variances and 
modifications are expressly authorized. 
Other aspects of the interaction between 
these limitations and NPDES permits are 
discussed below. 

One issue that warrants consideration 
is the effect of this regulation on the 
powers of NPDES permit-issuing 
authorities. The promulgation of this 
regulation does not restrict the power of 
any permitting authority to act in any 
manner consistent with law or these or 
any other EPA regulations, guidelines, or 
policy. For example, even if this 
regulation does not control a particular 
pollutant, the permit issuer may still 
limit such pollutant on a case-by-case 
basis when limitations are necessary to 
carry out the purposes of the Act. In 
addition, to the extent that state water 
quality standards or other provisions of 
State or Federal law require limitation 
of pollutants not covered by this 
regulation (or require more stringent 
limitations on covered pollutants), such 
limitations must be applied by the 
permit-issuing authority. 

A second topic that warrants 
discussion is the operation of EPA's 
NPDES enforcement program, many 
aspects of which were considered in 
developing this regulation. We 
emphasize that although the Clean 
Water Act is a strict liability statute, the 
initiation of enforcement proceedings by 
EPA is discretionary. We have exercised 
and intend to exercise that discretion in 
a manner that recognizes and promotes 
good-faith compliance efforts. 

B. Indirect Dischargers 

For indirect dischargers, PSES and 
PSNS are implemented under National 
Pretreatment Program procedures 
outlined in 40 CFR 403. The table below 
may be of assistance in resolving 
questions about the operation of that 
program. A brief explanation of some of 
the submissions indicated on the table 
follows: 

A "request for category 
determination” is a written request, 
submitted by an indirect discharger or 
its POTW, for a determination of which 
categorical pretreatment standard 
applies to the indirect discharger. This 


assists the indirect discharger in 
knowing which PSES or PSNS limits it 
will be required to meet See 40 CFR 
403.6(a). 

A "request for fundamentally different 
factors variance” is a mechanism by 
which a categorical pretreatment 
standard may be adjusted on a case-by- 
case basis, making it more or less 
stringent. If an indirect discharger, a 
POTW, or any interested person 
believes that factors relating to a 
specific indirect discharger are 
fundamentally different from those 
factors considered during development 
of the relevant categorical pretreatment 
standard and that the existence of those 
factors justifies a different discharge 
limit from that specified in the 
categorical standard, then they may 
submit a request to EPA for such a 
variance. See 40 CFR 403.13. 

A “baseline monitoring report" is the 
first report an indirect discharger must 
file following promulgation of an 
applicable standard. The baseline report 
includes: an identification of the indirect 
discharger; a description of its 
operations; a report on the Dows of 
regulated streams and the results of 
sampling analyses to determine levels of 
regulated pollutants in those streams; a 
statement of the discharger's 
compliance or noncompliance with the 
standard; and a description of any 
additional steps required to achieve 
compliance. See 40 CFR 403.12(b). 

A “report on compliance" is required 
of each indirect discharger within 90 
days following the date for compliance 
with an applicable categorical 
pretreatment standard. The report must 
indicate the concentration of all 
regulated pollutants in the facility's 
regulated process wastestreams; the 
average and maximum daily flows of the 
regulated streams; and a statement of 
whether compliance is consistently 
being achieved, and if not, what 
additional operation and maintenance 
and/or pretreatment is necessary to 
achieve compliance. See 40 CFR 
403.12(d). 

A “periodic compliance report” is a 
report on continuing compliance with all 
applicable categorical pretreatment 
standards. It is submitted twice per year 
(June and December) by indirect 
dischargers subject to the standards. 

The report shall provide the 
concentrations of the regulated 
pollutants in its discharge to the POTW; 
the average and maximum daily flow 
rates of the facility; the methods used by 
the indirect discharger to sample and 
analyze the data, and a certification that 
these methods conform to the methods 
outlined in the regulations. See 40 CFR 
403.12(e). 
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XIV. Availability of Technical 
Information 

The basis for this regulation is 
detailed in four major documents. 
Analytical methods are dismissed in 
"Sampling and Analysis Procedures for 
Screening of Industrial Effluents for 
Priority Pollutants.'* EPA's technical 
conclusions are detailed in 
‘Development Document for Effluent 
Guidelines, New Source Performance 
Standards and Pretreatment Standards 
for the Copper Forming Point Source 
Category. M The Agency’s economic 
analysis is presented in "Economic 
Impact Analysis of Effluent Limitations 
and Standards for the Copper Forming 
Industry." A summary of the public 
comments received on the proposed 
regulation is presented in a report 
"Responses to Public Comments, 
Proposed Copper Forming Effluent 
Limitations Guidelines and Standards," 
which is a part of the public record for 
this regulation. Copies of the technical 
and economic documents may be 
obtained from the National Technical 
Information Service, Springfield. 

Virginia 22161, (703) 467-4600. 

Additional information concerning the 
economic impact analysis may be 
obtained from Ms. Ann Watkins, 
Economic Analysis Staff (WH-586), U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 401 M 
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20460 or 
by colling (202) 382-5367. Technical 
information may be obtained by writing 
to David Pepson. Effluent Guidelines 
Division (WH-552), U.S. Environmental 


Protection Agency. 401 M Street. SW., 
Washington. D.C. 20460 or by calling 
(202) 382-7128. 

This regulation was submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget for 
review as required by Executive Order 
12291. 

This rule does not contain any 
information collection requirements 
subject to OMB review under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of I960, 44 
U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 

XV 

List of Subiects in 40 CFR Part 468 

Copper forming. Water pollution 
control. Waste treatment and disposal. 

Dated: August 4.1983. 

William D. Ruckelshaua. 

Administrator 

XVI. Appendices 

Appendix A—Abbreviations, Acronyms, and 
Other Terms Used in this Notice 

Act — The Clean Water Act. 

Agency —The Uix Environmental 
Protection Agency. 

BAT—The best available technology 
economically achievable under Section 
304(b)(2)(B) of the Act. 

BCT— The best conventional pollutant 
control technology under Section 304(b)(4) of 
the Act. 

BMPs — Best management practices under 
Section 304(e) of the Act 
DPT— The best practicable control 
technology currently available under Section 
304(b)(1) of the Act 
Clean Water Act —The Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972 


(33 U.S.C. 1251 et. seq.), as amended by the 
Clean Water Act of 1977 (Pub. L 95-217) 
Direct discharger—A facility which 
discharges or may discharge pollutants into 
waters of the United States. 

Indirect discharger— A facility which 
discharges or may discharge pollutants into a 
publicly owned treatment works. 

SPDES permit— A National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System permit Issued 
under Section 402 of the Act. 

NSPS— New source performance standards 
under Section 306 of the Act. 

POTW —Publicly owned treatment works 
PSES —Pretreatment standards for existing 
sources of Indirect discharges under Section 
307(b) of the Act. 

PSNS—Prv treatment standards for new 
sources of indirect discharges under Section 
307 (b) and (c) of the Act. 

RCRA —Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act (Pub. L 94-580) of 1976. 
Amendments to Solid Waste Disposal Act. 

Appendix B—Toxic Pollutants Excluded 
From Regulation Because They Were Not 
Detected In Copper Forming Wastewater 

The following one hundred (100) pollutants 
are being excluded under Paragraph «(s)(iii) 
because they were not detected in the 
effluent of sampled copper forming facilities: 
1. acenaphthene 
2 acrolein 
3. acrylonitrile 
5. benzidene 
A. carbon tetrachloride 

7. chlorobenzene 

8. 1,2,4-tri chlorobenzene 

9. hexachlorobenzene 

10. 1.2-dichloroethane 
12 hexachloroethane 

13. 1,1-dichloroethene 

14. 1.1.2-trichloroethane 

15. 1.1,22-tetrachloroothane 

18. chloroe thane 

16 bis(2-chloroethyl) ether 

19. 2-chloroethyl vinyl ether 

20. 2-chloronaphthalene 

21. 2,4.6-trichlorophenol 
22 parachlorometa ere sol 

24. 2-chlorophcnol 

25. 1.2-dichiorobenzeno 

26. 1,3-dichlorobenzene 

27. 1.4-dichlorobenzene 

28. 3,3‘-dichlorobenzidine 

29. l.l-dichloroethylene 

30. 1.2-trans-dichloroethylene 

31. 24-dichlorophenol 
32 1.2-dichloropropane 

33. 1.3>dichloropropylene 

34. 24-dimethyl phenol 

35. 24-dlnilrotoluene 

37. 1.2-diphenylhydrazine 

39. fluoranthene 

40. 4-chJorophenyl phenyl ethor 

41. 4-bromopheny! phenyl ether 
42 bis(2-ch!oroisopropyl) ether 
43. bis{2-choroethoxy) methane 
45. methyl chloride 

48. methyl bromide 

47. bromoforra 

48. dichlorobromomethane 

51. chlorodibromomcthane 

52. hexachlorobutadiene 

53. hexachlorocyclopentadiene 
































Federal Register / Vol. 48. No. 158 / Monday. August 15, 1983 / Rules and Regulations 


36957 


54 . L'phorone 

56. nitrobenzene 

57 2 nitrophenol 

5a. 4 nitrophenol 

50 2 4'dinilrophenol 

00 41> dmitro-o-cre»ol 

61. N nitrosodimethylamine 

63 \ nitrosodi-n-propylamint 

64 pentachlorophenol 

65 phenol 

66. bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate 
07 butyl benzyl phthalate 

66 di n-butyl phthalate 
m di n-octyl phthalate 

70 diethyl phthalate 

71 dimethyl phthalate 

72 henzo(8)&nthracene 

73 bcnxo(a)pyrene 

74 3.4*benzofluoranthene 

75 Lt:nxo(k)fIuoranthane 
70 chrysene 

77 acenaphthylene 
79 benzo(ghi)perylene 
60. fluorene 

82 d:benzo(a.h) anthracene 

63 ir.deno(l r 2.3-c.d)pyrene 

64 pyrene 

85 tetrachloroethylene 
88, vinyl chloride 
a». aldrin 

90 dieldrin 

91 hiorodane 

92 4.4 DDT 

93 4.4 DDE 
W 4 4 DDD 

95 tiipha-endosulfan 

96 beUendosulfan 

97 cndoaulfan sulfate 

98 endrin 

99 endrin atdehyde 

100. heptachlor 

101. heptachlor epoxide 

102 nipha-BHC 

103. beta-BHC 

104. jiumma-BHC 

103 delta-BHC 
106 PCB*1242(a) 

107. PCB-1254(*) 

108 PCB*1221(a) 

109. PCB-1232(b) 
lia fX3M248{b) 

111. PCB-1260(b) 

112 PCB-1016(b) 

113 tcxaphene 
lia asbestos 

12a 2.3.7,S tctmchlorodibenzo p-dioxin 

Appendix C—Pollutants Present in Amounts 
Too Small To Be Treated Using Technology 
Known to the Administrator 

The following three (3) pollutants are being 
•deluded under Paragraph 8(a)(in) because 
they are present In amounts too small to be 
effectively reduced by technologies known to 
to* Administrator. 

323. mercury 
127 thallium 

Apf>endlx D—Toxic Pollutants Controlled But 
Not Specifically Regulated 

Toxic pollutants controlled but not 
'Pacifically regulated at BPT. NSPS. PSES 
find PSNS. 

U4 antimony 
US. tirsenic 
US beryllium 


119. cadmium 
125. selenium 
12a silver 

Toxic pollutants controlled but not 
specifically regulated at BPT. BAT and NSPS. 
4 benzene 

11. 1,1.1-trichloroethane 

23. chloroform 

3a 2. 6-d ini trot oluene 

3a ethylbenzene 

44. methylene chloride 

55. naphthalene 

62. N-nitrosodiphenylnmine 

7a anthracene 

81. phenanthrene 

8ft toluene 

87. trichloroethylene 

Appendix E—Toxic Pollutants Detected in 
the Effluents of Only Ono Plant. Uniquely 
Related to That Plant and Not Related to the 
Manufacturing Process Under Study 

121. cyanide 

Appendix F—List of Toxic Organics 
Comprising Total Toxic Organics (TTO): 

These are the twelve (12) pollutants that 
comprise total toxic organics, or TTO: 

4. benzene 

11. 1.1.1-trichloroethane 

23. chloroform 

36. 2. 6-dinitrotoIuene 

3a ethylbenzene 

44. methylene chloride 

55. naphthalene 

02. N-nitrosodiphcnylamine 

7a anthracene 

81. phenanthrene 

66. toluene 

87. trichloroethylene 

A new Part 468 is added in 40 CFR to 
read as follows: 

PART 458—COPPER FORMING POINT 
SOURCE CATEGORY 

General Provisions 

408.01 Applicability. 

408.02 Specialized definitions. 

408.03 Monitoring and reporting 
requirements. 

408.04 Compliance date for PSES. 

Subpart A—Copper Forming Subcategory 

468.10 Applicability; description of the 
copper forming subcategory. 

468.11 Effluent limitations representing the 
degree of effluent reduction attainable by 
the application of the best practicable 
control technology currently available 
(BPT). 

486.12 Effluent limitations representing the 
degree of effluent reduction attainable by 
the application of the best available control 
technology economically achievable (RAT). 

468.13 New source performance standards 
(NSPS). 

406.14 Pretreatment standards for existing 
sources (PSES). 

468.15 Pretreatment standards for new 
sources (PSNS). 

408 18 Effluent limitations representing the 
degree of effluent reduction attainable by 
the application of the best conventional 
pollution control technology (BCT). 
(Reserved) 


Authority: Secs. 301. 304 (b). (c). (e). and 
(g). 306 (b) and (c). 307 (b) and (c). and 501 of 
the Clean Water Act (the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972, 
as amended by the Clean Water Act of 1977) 
the “Act**): 33 U.S.C. 1311.1314 (b). (c). (e). 
and (g). 1316 (b) and (c), 1317 (b) and (cj, and 
1301; 86 Slat. 810, Pub. L 92-500: 91 Slat. 1567. 
Pub. L 95-217, 

General Provisions 

$ 468.01 Applicability. 

The provisions of this subpurt are 
applicable to discharges resulting from 
the manufacture of formed copper and 
copper alloy products. The forming 
operations covered are hot rolling, cold 
rolling, drawing, extrusion, and forging. 
The casting of copper and copper alloys 
is not controlled by this part. (See 40 
CFR 451.) 

$ 463.02 Specialized definitions. 

In addition to the definitions set forth 
in 40 CFR Part 401 and the chemical 
analysis methods in 40 CFR Port 130, the 
following definitions apply to this part: 

(a) The term "alkaline cleaning bath" 
shall mean a bath consisting of an 
alkaline cleaning solution through which 
a workpiece is processed. 

(b) The term "alkaline cleaning rinse" 
shall mean a rinse following an alkaline 
cleaning bath through which a 
workpiece is processed. A rinse 
consisting of a series of rinse tanks is 
considered as a single rinse. 

(c) The term “ancillary operation" 
shall mean any operation associated 
with a primary forming operation. These 
ancillary operations include surface and 
heat treatment, hydrotesting, sawing, 
and surface coating. 

(d) The term "annealing with oil" shall 
mean the use of oil to quench a 
workpiece as it passes from an 
annealing furnace. 

(e) The term "annealing with water" 
shall mean the use of a water spray or 
bath, of which water is the major 
constituent, to quench a workpiece as it 
passes from an annealing furnace. 

(f) The term "cold rolling" shall mean 
the process of rolling a workpiece below 
the recrystallization temperature of the 
copper or copper alloy. 

(g) The term "drawing" shall mean 
pulling the workpiece through a die or 
succession of dies to reduce the 
diameter or alter its shape, 

(h) The term "extrusion" shall mean 
the application of pressure to a copper 
workpiece, forcing the copper to flow 
through a die orifice. 

(i) The term "extrusion heat 
treatment" shall mean the spray 
application of water to a workpiece 
immediately following extrusions for the 
purpose of heat treatment 
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(j) The term "heat treatment'* shall 
mean the application or removal of heat 
to a workpiece to change the physical 
properties of the metal. 

(k) The term "pickling bath" shall 
mean any chemical bath (other than 
alkaline cleaning) through which a 
workpiece is processed. 

(l) The term "pickling fume scrubber" 
shall mean the process of using an air 
pollution control device to remove 
particulates and fumes from air above a 
pickling bath by entraining the 
pollutants in water. 

(m) The term "pickling rinse" shall 
mean a rinse, other than an alkaline 
cleaning rinse, through which a 
workpiece is processed. A rinse 
consisting of a series of rinse tanks is 
considered as a single rinse. 

(n) The terra "off-kilogram (off- 
pound)" shall mean the mass or copper 
of copper alloy removed from a forming 
or ancillary operation at the end of a 
process cycle for transfer to a different 
machine or process. 

(o) The term "rolling" shall mean the 
reduction in the thickness or diameter of 
a workpiece by passing it between 
rollers. 

(p) The term "solution heat treatment" 
shall mean the process introducing a 
workpiece into a quench bath for the 
purpose of heat treatment following 
rolling, drawing or extrusion. 

(q) The term "spent lubricant" shall 
mean water or an oil- water mixture 
which is used in forming operations to 
reduce friction, heat and wear and 
ultimately discharged. 

(r) The terra 'Total Toxic Organics 
(TTO)" shall mean the sura of the 
masses or concentrations of each of the 
following toxic organic compounds 
which is found at a concentration 
greater than 0.010 mgl. 

benzene 

1,1.1-trichloroelhano 

chloroform 

2.6-dtnitrotoluene 

ethylbenzene 

methylene chloride 

nepthalene 

N-nitrosodiphenylamine 

anthracene 

phenanthrene 

toluene 

trichloroethylene 

(s) The term "alkaline cleaning rinse 
for forged parts" shall mean a rinse 
following an alkaline cleaning bath 
through which a forged part is 
processed. A rinse consisting of a series 
of rinse tanks is considered as a single 
rinse. 

(t) The term "pickling rinse for forged 
parts" shall mean a rinse, other than an 
alkaline cleaning rinse, through which 
forged parts are processed. A rinse 


consisting of a series of rinse tanks is 
considered as a single rinse. 

(u) The term "tumbling or burnishing" 
shall mean the process of polishing, 
deburring, removing sharp comers, and 
generally smoothing parts for both 
cosmetic and functional purposes, as 
well as the process of washing the 
finished parts and cleaning the abrasion 
media. 

(v) The term "surface coating" shall 
mean the process of coating a copper 
workpiece as well as the associated 
surface finishing and flattening. 

(w) The term "miscellaneous waste 
stream" shall mean the following 
additional waste streams related to 
forming copper: hydrotesting, sawing, 
surface milling, and maintenance. 

§ 468.03 Monitoring and reporting 
requirements. 

The following special monitoring 
requirements apply to all facilities 
controlled by this regulation. 

(a) The "monthly average" regulatory 
values shall be the basis for the monthly 
average discharge in direct discharge 
permits and for pretreatment standards. 
Compliance with the monthly discharge 
limit is required regardless of the 
number of samples analyzed and 
averaged. 

(b) As an alternate monitoring 
procedure for TTO, indirect dischargers 
may monitor for oil and grease and meet 
the alternate monitoring standards for 
oil and grease established for PSES and 
PSNS. Any indirect discharger meeting 
the alternate monitoring oil and grease 
standards shall be considered to meet 
the TTO standard. 

5 468.04 Compliance date for PSES. 

The compliance date for pretreatment 
standards for existing sources is August 
15.I960. 1 

Subpart A—Copper Forming 
Subcategory 

S 468.10 Applicability; description of the 
copper forming subcategory. 

This subpart applies to discharges of 
pollutants to waters of the United 
States, and introduction of pollutants 
Into publicly owned treatment works 
from the forming of copper and copper 
alloys. 


*The Consent Decree In XRDC v. TYoin, 12 ERG 
1833 (D D C. 1070) specifies a compliance data for 
PSES of no Later than June 30,19M. EPA has moved 
for a modification of that provision of the Decree. 
Should the Court deny that motion, EPA will be 
required to modify this compliance date 
accordingly. 


§ 468.11 Effluent limitations representing 
the degree of effluent reduction attainable 
by the application of the beet practicable 
control technology currently available 
(BPT). 

Except as provided in 40 CFR Part 
125.30-32, any existing point source 
subject to this subpart must achieve the 
following effluent limitations 
representing the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the application 
of the best practicable control 
technology currently available: 

(a) Subpart A—Hot Rolling Spent 
Lubricant BPT Effluent Limitations. 


PofkJtem or potulanl properly 

Muvrujm 
lo« any 1 

Mtnun 

lor morntry 


an 

Iretgi 


Metric unHa-mg/oH kg of 
oopper or ooppv afty 
hoi roiled 

En0hh u nSi potrth per 

101X0 00 °j»f CMn d ** 

oopper or oopper sSoy 
hoi rolled 



0045 

0011 


0 105 

01(0 


0.018 

0013 

McfceL ... 

0.187 

0130 

7nc 

0 150 

0 06? 

Of and Grease. 

2000 

1736 

TSS 

4223 

200S 

pH .. ..... 

C> 

Vi 


1 Within Vie rung# of 7 5 to 10.0 M at Qmeu 


(b) Subpart A—Cold Rolling Spent 
Lubricant BPT Effluent Limitations. 

Pofc/tenf or pOtuCant property 

Maximum 
lor any 1 
dey 

Ulxrtn 

Iqr tnonry 
ever eg* 


Meets urtto—kg of- 
oopper or copper Mwy 
oofd rated 


Engfeah unA»-po on* P* 
1.000,000 dUXMVta of 
oopper or copper aft* 
cold rafted 


0108 

0 066 


0720 

0379 

Lewd 

0056 

004S 

Nickel. . 

0727 

0401 

Tine .... 

0-563 

0231 

OS end Greses . _ 

7500 

4 546 


15538 

7390 

pM 

H 

Vi 


1 Wflhin Vie range of 7.8 to 10.0 at si Ime* 


(c) Subpart A—Drawring Spent 
Lubricant BPT Effluent Limitations. 

PoSutirV or petulant property 

Maximum 
fur any 1 

dsy 

Maximum 
lor montrw 
everege 


Msec ures-mg^ofT of 
copper or oopper &f* 

*awn 


English urftw-pounds per 
1.000,000 oft-pound* of 
copper or copper aft* 

drawn 


0037 1 

0.015 

Copper -1 

0.161 1 

0065 
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JtofMMtt or poMart proper* 

ttuworn 
lor any 1 
day 

Mirmuffl 
for month* 

average 


0012 

0 011 
0.107 
0061 
V020 
1667 

MrlA 

0 103 

Tw 

0 124 


1 700 


148J 

pM 

(») 



1 rvnhat fta n*ng* of 7.S to 10 0 at al imaa. 


(d) Subpart A—Solution Heat 
Treatment BPT Effluent Limitations. 

MJaid or pofcAartf property 

Maximum 
lor any 1 
«My 

•or montf* 

average 


Maine unaa-^mg/cfNy of 
ooppar or ooppor aloy 
fteoi treated 

Engtefi unte-potnd* par 
1,000.000 oft pound* of 
ooppor or coppar aAoy 
ttaof (raaiod 

OvnnSM , M1 „ 

1,1t| 

0457 

2541 

0330 

3227 

1550 

30.482 

48349 


4 827 


0381 


4 979 

Tnr. .. in 

9 708 

ru and yaaM 

SO 820 

rss . 

104 181 

pH 

<‘> 

(*> 


1 W«vt tot rang# of 7 5 to 10 0 at Ml bmaa 


(e) Subpart A—Extrusion Heat 
Treatment BFT Effluent Limitations. 

***** or poftutam property 

Maximum lor 
ahy 1 day 

Maximum Ibr 
monMy 

avaraga 

Metric unit mg/ofH>g of 
ooppar or ooppar aftoy 
heal treated on an artru- 

non prate 

Engteh unftp-pound* par 
1,000.000 on pound* of 

copper or coppar iAoy 
heal teetod on an «d> 
•ion praaa 

Ovomum 

0.00088 

0003 

00009 

0003 

0 002 

0 040 

0082 
<*) 

000038 
0 002 

0 00028 
0 002 

0 001 

Copper 

Lead- 

terf-t 

7nC 

Oi and graaaa 

0024 

0 038 
in 

TSS 



i r 

* lha range of 7 6 to 100 al ail ame* 


(f) Subpart A—Annealing With Water 
BFT Effluent Limitations. 

***** or polutanl proparty 

Maumtsn 
lor any 1 
day 

Maximum 
tor monaty 

avaraga 


Manic unit*—mg/o*f-4g of 
ooppar or ooppar arv 
naalad van water 

EnflHfi unit*—pound* par 
1.000.000 off-pounda of 
ooppar or ooppar aAoy 

annealed afh water 

Ommun.. 

2493 

1 020 

Coooar _ 

10.787 

o 

5887 

*ad . 

a ra 

Mduf. 

10 680 

U, f X) 

7197 



(g) Subpart A—Annealing With Oil 
BFT Effluent Limitations. 


Mutant or poflutard proparly 

•or any 1 

Uattnxjm 
tot monWy 


day 

avaraga 


Mctte **» oi 

copoar Of capper a*oy 
ftnmitad wWi d 

EnoM) unit*—pcxjrOa par 
1 . 000.000 on-pounds of 

ooppar or coppar aftoy 
VVMlMd Ml) 0A 



o 

o 

ftipfur 

o 

o 

Lead __ 

o 

o 

kerkst 

o 

o 

71m . 

o 

o 

nM mrf gMM 

o 

o 

TSS 

o 

o 

PH. . 

c> 

V) 


1 WAhai (ho rang# of 7 6 lo 10 0 « a* tmaa. 


(h) Subpart A—Alkaline Cleaning 
Rinse BPT Effluent Limitations. 


Mutant or poAulant proparty 

Maxfmtan 
•or any 1 

Maximum 
tar morNNy 


<My 

avaraga 


Metric onus—mg/off-Xg of 
c o p p a r or ooppar aAoy 
a*Jkn« cleaned 
CngMi i//>—pound* par 

1.000 000 pft^Oteidi of 
coppar or ooppar afloy 
a* aina cfaana d 



1.864 

6.751 


• 008 

4214 

Lead ... 

0632 

0347 

Ntafaai .. j 

6090 

6361 

Tkv 

6152 

2570 
50 568 

OS ary graaaa 

64 280 

TSS 

172.774 

V) 

•2.179 

<*> 

pH . 



* W¥Wn (ha range of 7 5 to 10-0 at al vtai 


(i) Subpart A—Alkaline Cleaning 
Rinse for Forged Parts BPT Effluent 
Limitations. 


Mutant or poAutant property 

Maximum 
lor any 1 

Marcnxxn 
tot month* 


day 

avaraga 


Metric urvta— mg/p* Of 
ooppar or ooppar aftoy 
torgod part* ikdna 
cleaned 

Engteh ix**—pound* par 
1.000,000 off pound* of 
ooppar or coppar aioy 
torgad part* afeakne 

cleaned 



5562 

2275 

Topper 

24 019 

12342 
1 643 

Lead - .._. .. - 

1888 

Nickel . 

24272 

16055 

Znc 

16457 
252 840 

7 711 
151 704 

Ofandoraaaa 


Mutant or pofetant property 

VUrfrxn 
tar any 1 
day 

MaxXTxjm 

for morwf* 

avaraga 

m 

518322 

248 519 
* (‘1 

pH 

n 



1 WAhm tha range of 7.5 10 10.0 M aA imaa. 


(j) Subpart A—Alkaline Cleaning Bath 
BFT Effluent Limitations. 


Mutant or pototortf proparty 

Maximum 
tor any 1 

Marmjm 
tar month* 


<My 

avaraga 


Maine unda-mg'ofNig 
of ooppar or ooppar 

aAoy porta aiialna 
ciaanad 

Enyteh unft»—pound* 

par 1,000,000 of» 
pounda of ooppor or 
ooppar atoy loryaf 
parta oftaiha cteaned 


Chnmu* 

0020 

00064 

Copper 

0069 

0.0070 

0,016 

laid 

0.0080 

facMf 

0.060 

0 058 

Tim 

0.068 

003 

Ofl and grata* 

093 

088 

TSS 

181 

<‘> 

091 

C> 

pH. » ... .. 


• Wdhm toe range of 7.5 to 10 0 al al Imaa 


(k) Subpart A—Pickling Rinse BPT 
Effluent Limitations. 



MaxtoMn 

Maximum 

Mutant or poOiAvd proparly 

tar any 1 
<My 

tor monthly 

avaraga 


Maine unto-oy/ofU'Q of 
ooppar or ooppar aftoy 

ErVfcaft undo po u nd* 
par/ (,000,000 off- 

pounda of c o ppar or 
ooppar aloy paettad 


Chromium 

1 593 

0661 

Copper 

6881 

6822 

la^H 

0343 

0 470 

McMt 

8954 

4.599 

7mc 

5286 

2209 

Ot and Graaaa . 

72440 

43484 

TSS 

146502 

n 

70629 

(»> 

pH 



• wvtnn »a ranga of 7.5 to 100 at al Imaa. 


(1) Subpart A—Pickling Rinse for 
Forged Parts BPT Effluent Limitations. 



Maximum 

Maximum 

PoOutant or poiutard property 

tar any f 
<My 

for monthly 

average 


Metric urvta—ay/ofMy of 
oo p par or ooppar aAoy 
torgad parti pcajad 


Engteh unit*- pound* 



par/1.000.000 0** 

pound* of ooppar or 
ooppar Ary targad 
part* pddad 


1 723 

7 444 

0705 

3916 

0.509 


*aai 

0587 

IMd .... 

7322 

4 973 

7me 

6720 
78 360 

2.389 

Ot and Graaaa _ 

47016 

76401 

TSS 

180 638 
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Poiufenf or pollutant property 

Mtjjnum 
tor any 1 
day 

m ■ 

lor monthly 
average 

pH.. ... . 

C*> 

Cl 


1 Wtthm tie rang* of 7.5 to 10.0 *! aft tana* 

(m) Subpart A—Pickling Bath BPT 
Effluent Limitations. 

Pointer* or pofluttnt property 

Maximum 
tor any 1 
Oey 

Mavenum 
tor monthly 

average 


Metric unrt*—mg/off-kg of 
oopper or copper aioy 
petted 

Engirt unit*—pounde par 
1.000.000 off-pounde of 
copper or oopper eloy 
pfcide 

Chromum.. . 

0051 

0220 

0017 

0222 

0160 

2.320 

4 750 
V) 

0020 

0116 

0.015 

0147 

0070 

1-302 

2262 

O 

Copper.. 

lead 

N**et... . 

Z«! .. 

OfvWgraeee 

T&S 

pH. 


• Wrthn tie range of 75 to 10 0 at el amee. 

(n) Subpart A—Pickling Fume 

Scrubber BPT Effluent Limitations. 

Poflutant or poflutant proparty 

tor^T 

day 

Mvflwa 
tor monthly 

average 


Maine uni*—mg/off-kg of 
oopper or oopper «soy 

Engflah unO-poindl per 
1.000.000 off-pounde of 
copper or oopper Soy 
petted 

Chromium...,. 

0275 
t too 
0003 
1201 
0S13 
12 520 
25 605 

n 

0112 
0 828 
0081 
0796 
0.381 
7.512 
12.207 

e) 


Load 

Hick at 

7k*« - 

Ot and graiaa 

TSS 

pH ... 


• IMtn Via range of 7 5 to to 

(o) Subpart A—Turn 
Burnishing BPT Effluei 

0 at el flmee. 

ibiing or 
nt Limitati 

ions. 


PoOulartf or poflutant property 


Metric i#rft*—mg/oTf-kg of 


tomMed or bumahed 

Enghh unite—pounde per 
i 000 000 cd-pounde of 
copper or oopper cloy 
tonerfad or txxnrted 


Cp) Subpart A—Surface Coating BPT 
Effluent limitations. 


Poflutenrf or poflutant pr o perly 


Maine imit*—mg/oft kg of 
copper or oopper afloy 
surface coeied 
Engkeh unt*—pounde per 
1.000,000 off pounde of 
or copper afloy 



(q) Subpart A—Miscellaneous Waste 
Streams BPT Effluent Limitations. 


Poftofient or poflutant property 

Maximum 
tor any t 

Maxrun 
tor monthly 


0*V 

average 


Mc*rtc unto—mg/off kg of 


Engirt w*t%—pounde per 
1,000.000 OfT-pounde of 
or 


C**n?tw» 

0006 

0 003 


0041 

0.021 

laid 

0003 

0 002 

Nickel 

0.041 

0.027 

Zatc.-... . 

0 031 

0.01 S 

01 and greeae ... 

0436 

0261 

TSS 

0693 

0 425 

PH- - . . -. 

(') 

V) 


1 Wtirt vie range of 7.5 to 100 el aff imee. 

9 468.12 Effluent limitations representing 
the degree of effluent reduction attainable 
by the application of the best available 
technology economically achievable. 

Except as provided in 40 CFR Part 
125.30-32, any existing point source 
subject to this subpart must achieve the 
following effluent reduction attainable 
by the application of the best available 
technology economically achievable 
(BAT): 

(a) Subpart A—Hot Rolling Spent 
Lubricant BAT Effluent Limitations. 


Poflutant or poflutant property 

Maximum 

Maxtrmsn 

tor any 1 

tor monthly 


<*ey 

aweraga 


Metric unite—wg/ofMtg of 
coppor or copper afloy 
hot rofled 

Engkrt Unte-pount* per 


ChflfflUn 

0256 

0104 

0 563 
0075 


1,000,000 oft-pounda of 

Copper.. . .... 

t 107 


copper or 

copper a *oy 

lead 

0067 


hot roflad 


tecMi 

1.119 

0740 

0 355 

8 998 

11 366 
€*> 





0651 
11 860 
23 903 
C) 

Chromflv*_ 

0045 

0016 

Cm Arvi 

Copper„ 

0 195 

0103 

TSS 

leed . 

0015 

0013 

dH 

NrCkM . ... 

0197 

0130 


Znc. . 

0150 

0082 

* WHfan Vie range of 73 to 1C 

10 at aflame* 




(b) Subpart A—Cold Rolling Spent 
Lubricant BAT Effluent Limitations. 


Manmum 

Manmum 


Maximum 

ttona 

•or any 1 
day 

tor monthly 

average 

Poflutant or pcAitant property 

tor any 1 
day 

tor mcWKy 
awara^a 


Metric unit*—mg/of tg * 
copper or copper ** 
COW ro»ed 

fcnpkah u nd e pOir.H tm 

1.000.000 OfHKATd. tf 


Ovomtom 

0 166 

0069 


0 72 0 

0379 

(Md 

0.056 

C 

f«r>a1 

0.727 

Q461 

Zinc - 

0553 

0231 


(c) Subpart A — Drai 
Lubricant BAT Effluei 

wing Spen 
it Limitati' 

t 

ons. 

Poflutant or poflutant proporty 

Maximum 
tor any 1 
day 

Mernn 
tor m crevy 
ev*r*J* 


Metnc leVt*—mg'off-kg d 
copper or copper efey 
drawn 

Engfleh unit*—poundi pe 

1.000,000 od-pocrvi. Of 

oopper or copper afcy 

drawn 

Chromium.. 

0097 

0015 

0.085 

0011 

0107 

0051 

Copper 

0 161 

lead.... 

0012 

Met* 

0.163 

Aa 

0.124 



(d) Subpart A — Solution Heat 
Treatment BAT Effluent Limitations. 

Poflutant or poflutant property 

Meiamum 
tor any t 
day 

Mexmue 
lor mo^miy 

•rerege 

Chromium „ ..... _.. 

Metnc ixflt*-mg/o#l-ka d 
oopper or ooppw ttcy 

heat treated 

Engfleh unfla—pourWt :er 
1.000,000 orffpou^i* d 
oopper or coppw «flcy 

heat veered 

0264 

one 
owe 
coo 
• 0 620 
03M 


1227 

i*i 

0 098 

Nc*et „. ... . 

1240 

Tine. 

0943 



(e) Subpart A — Extrusion Heat 
Treatment BAT Effluent Limitations. 

Poflutant or poflutant proparty 

Maximum tor 

MV 1 <*y 

mont r*i 

average 

Metric UrM*—mg'cP-*g erf 
oopper or oopper dtoy 
heel treeied on en e«tru 

•on preee 

Engirt Unrt*-pound» per/ 
1,000,000 oft-pounde erf 
oopper or copper dtof 
tieet treeied on en e»tru* 

•on preee 

Ctaonrfum 

0 00066 

0 003 
00003 
0003 
0002 

000006 

oocco 

000026 

0002 

0001 

Copper 

tmrf 

He aet. ..... 

TUp . 
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(f) Subpart A—Annealing with Water 
BAT Effluent Limitations. 


or pofktor* properly 

Maximum 
Aor any 1 

<*r 

Maurwn 
tor mondey 


Metric Unto-mg/oft-kg of 
oopper or oopper a«oy 
annealed eth water 

Engpah Unto—pound! 

per/1.000.000 o*- 

pound! of copper or 
oopper alloy enneeled 
•rtri water 

0545 

2350 

0 100 
2300 
1010 

0223 
1 240 
0101 
1.574 
0 750 

Cnpf* . 

. 

Mrt* 

r«r 



(g) Subpart A—Annealing with Oil 
BAT Effluent Limitations. 



Maximum 

Mexwrum 

Polutanl or poOulant proparty 

tor any 1 

<*r 

tor monptfy 

average 


Metric unto-mg/o«-kg of 
oopper or oopper atoy 
annealad wtt oi 

EnpMh unto—pounde per 
1,000,000 off pound! Of 
copper or copper aioy 
annealed oi 


Oronejm 

0 

o 


0 

o 


o 

o 


o 

o 

2W 

0 

0 


(h) Subpart A—Alkaline Cleaning 
Rinse BAT Effluent Limitations. 


PoMer* or pafctor* properly 

Maximum 
tor any 1 
Oty 

M*rinn*n 
lor monthfy 
average 


Matte urea mg/ofl-kg of 
copper or oopper aAoy 
Sketne cleaned 


English unto—pound! per 
1,000.000 Oft pound! of 
oopper or oopper afloy 
aftaftne cleaned 

riM. 

1.054 

0750 

4214 

0547 

5351 

2.570 

Ccoow . - . 

0006 

0032 

6.090 

0152 

Lead 

Noui 

_ 

— 


(i) Subpart A—Alkaline Cleaning 
Rinse for Forged Parts BAT EFfluent 
Limitations. 


PoMent or pollutant property 

Maximum 
tor any 1 

*y 

Maximum 
lor monthfy 

average 


Matte Unto—mg/of»*kg of 
copper or copper aioy 
torged part! afuSn# 
ettoed 

En^Si Unto pound! per 
1.000,000 Oft-pound! of 
copper or copper aioy 
torged part! Stoma 

cleared 

6 562 

2275 

12642 

1643 

16055 

7.711 

Copper 

24 016 

Lead . .. 

1 696 

bkckmi 

24.272 


16 457 



(J) Subpart A—Alkaline Cleaning Bath 
BAT Effluent Limitations. 

PoAulant or poStonf property 

Maximum tor 
any 1 day 

Mewrtton tor 
monthly 

average 

Uettc Unto—mg/oftkg of 
copper or oopper aioy S 
kaine cleaned 

Engheh Unto—pound* per 
1.000,000 off-pounda of 
oopper or copper Soy al¬ 
kaline cleaned 

Chromum ... .. 

0.020 

0068 

00070 

0088 

0068 

00064 

0046 

00060 

0 058 
0026 

Copper ... ... 

Lead-. 

ticket ... 

Zinc 


fk) Subpart A—Pickling Rinse BAT 
Effluent limitations. 

PoMant or pokutanl property 

Maximum 
tor any 1 

<*y 

Maximum 
tor monthly 

average 

Chromtom 

Metric Unto—mg/off-kg of 
copper or oopper aioy 
petted 

Engiah Unto—pound! per 
1.000.000 ofl pound! of 
oopper or oopper tooy 
petted 

0.574 

2.461 

0 105 

2 507 

1 006 

0235 

1306 

0.169 

1556 

0786 


Lead .... 

Ncket.... 




(1) Subpart A—Pickling Rinse for 
Forged Parts BAT Effluent Limitations. | 


Polktortl or politont property 

Maximum 
tor any l 

Maximum 
tor monthly 


<*y 

average 


M et r i c Unit! m g/off-ko of 
copper or oopper efloy 
forged porta petted 

Englaft Unto—pound! per 
1.00a000 o« pound! of 
copper or copper aioy 
forged pent ptcwwl 


Chmnerx 

1.723 

0 705 

Cofipar 

7.444 

3.916 

laed . 

0 567 

0606 

ticket .. 

7522 

4075 

_ 

5720 

2389 


(m) Subpart A—Pickling Bath BAT 
Effluent Limitations. 



Maximum 

Maximum 

PoMam or pofciCar* property 

for any 1 
<My 

tor mommy 

average 


Memo unde—-mg/oft-kg of 
copper or oopper tftoy 
pcUed 

Engtah unto—pound! per 
1.000.000 Oft pound! of 
copper or copper atoy 
pcttad 


Chromium. 

0051 

0020 

ana 

0015 


0220 

0.017 

i2T 

NtckS 

0»2 

0 147 

7W> . 

I! 

0.070 



(n) Subpart A—Pickling Fume 
Scrubber BAT Effluent Limitations. 


Polutenl or polktonl property 

Maxmm 
tor any 1 

Maximum 
tor monthly 


dey 

average 


Metric unto—mg/oft-iQ of 
oopper or copper aioy 
petted 

Engfteh unto—pound! per 
1.000.000 Off pound! of 
copper or copper aioy 


CTvomkxn 

0-275 

0.112 


1 169 

0626 

lead 

0083 

0 061 


1201 

0.796 

Zinc 

0913 

0.361 


(o) Subpart A—Tumbling or 
Burnishing BAT Effluent Limitations. 


Poamant or pofctort property 

Meiomum 
tor any 1 
<My 

Maximum 
tor monthly 

average 


Metric unto—mg/ofl-kg of 
oopper or copper aioy 
tumbled or Oumtthed 
Engtoft un**—poind per 
1.000.000 off-pounda of 
oopper or copper aioy 
tumbled or bi*nehed 

Chromium. _ 

0256 

1 107 

0104 
0563 
0075 
0 740 
0-355 

Copper.. . 

Lead..... . ... _ 

0.087 

1 lit 
0651 

Men** 

fine. 
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(p) Subpart A—Surface Coating BAT 
Effluent Limitations. 


(b) Subpart A—Cold Rolling Spent 
Lubricant NSPS. 



Undmjm b 
mo r tt t p f 

average 


Pofiutor* or pofttont properly 

Maximum 

Mcomum 

lor any 1 

lor monthly 


on 

overage 


Metnc urto-mg/offkg of 
copper or copper allot 
outface oo at ad 
Enghsh one*—pound par 
1.000,000 oftpounoi of 
copper or copper oAot 
eurlace c o al ed 



0336 

0.133 


Mil 

0743 

Lead 

0111 

0 096 

NuAal 

1 436 

0043 


1064 

0.453 

. 


Cq) Subpart A—Miscellaneous Waste 
Streams BAT Effluent Limitations. 


Potulam or patotonf property 

Maximum 
for any 1 

Maximum 
for monthly 


<toy 

average 


Motrc unto—mg/off-kg of 
oopper or ooppar •ioy 
formed 

Cng ae h unto—pounds per 
1.000.000 of* pounds of 
copper or copper a*oy 
formed 


Chromium 

0000 

0009 

Copper. . . 

0041 

0 031 

lead _ 

0 003 

0 003 

Nickel.... 

0 041 

0 037 

Zinc 

OlOOI 

0013 



§ 46 ft. 13 New source performancs 
standards (NSPS). 

The following standards of 
performance establish the quantity or 
quality of pollutants or pollutant 
properties, controlled by this section, 
which may be discharged by a new 
source subject to the provisions of this 
subpart: 

(a) Subpart A—Hot Rolling Spent 
Lubricant NSPS. 


Poiulinl or poAuunt property 

Maarmim 

Maximum lor 

tor any 1 

monthly 


oay 

average 


Maenc urto—mg/ofl-kg of 
oopper or copper alley 
not rofled 

Engkto unto—pounds per 
1.000.000 off-poundi of 
oopper or oopper a toy 
hotroied 




Maehc unto—mg/oft-kg of 


Engtoh unto—pound! per 
1,000.000 oftsxM^de of 
copper or oopper doy 



(c) Subpart A—Drawing Spent 
Lubricant NSPS. 



Me mo unit*—mg' off Kg of 
ooppar or ooppar alloy 


English unrt»—peuxh par 
1.000.000 oft pounde of 
ooppar or oopper aHoy 



(d) Subpart A—Solution Heat 
Treatment NSPS. 



Maine unite—mg/off *kg of 
oopper or oopper aAoy 


Engteft urto—pounds par 
1.000.000 oh-pound* of 
copper or copper aHoy 



(e) Subpart A—Extrusion Heat 
Treatment NSPS. 


Maine unto—mg/offfcg of 
Copper or oopper sOcy 
heat free tad on an evu- 
•ion prese 

Engtoh unto—pounds ,er 
1.000.000 Oft-pounds of 
ooppar or copper afcy 
heat etmt’od on and ««• 

tuvon prase 


Ctoorman 

a00074 

00020 

0.00030 

00010 

00020 

0020 

0090 

(M 

000030 

oooio 

OOOCifl 
0000 '4 
000064 
0030 
0024 

01 

Copper. . 

leaf 

MBM 


Of end grease. . 

TSS 

«M Jj* 


1 Wlton toe range of 7S to 10 0 al afl tone#. 

(f) Subpart A—Annealing with Water 
NSPS. 

Poiutant or poiuton! property 

Maximum for 
any 1 day 

MaxVrvn b 

montr-py 


Maine taito—mg/oft-hg of 
oopper or copper easy 
annealed eith eerter 
Engtah unto—fxxxrts per 
1.000,000 oft-poundr of 
copper or copper aioy 
annaaled efto teeter 

Cfeommm 

0456 
10567 
0134 
0062 
0364 
13400 
19 600 

cm 

0196 

0756 

out 

0450 
0 530 
12 400 
14090 
0) 

Copper. 

Lead 

Ntc±* 

Z*K ^ . 

Of WYl grease. 

TSS . . 

(*t . .. _ 


• Wtom toe rwiga of7flto100af«A tone* 

(g) Subpart A— Annealing with Oil 
NSPS. 

Pofcitanf or poAufani property 

Maximum 
for any 1 
Oay 

Maximum 
lor mor*Ny 
•Mi 00' 


Metric unto- 
copper or 
annealed a 
Engfah unto 
1.000.000 
ooppar or 
annealed a 

-mg/or-hg of 
copper afcy 

rth 04 

—pounds per 
off-pounds of 
copper alloy 
(to of 


ChrornMn., , 

Copper . . 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Lead . ,. 

0 

0 

Nickel . - 

o 

0 

Zinc - . ... .. . 

0 

0 

Of OTf pease _ _ 

0 

0 

TSS 

o 

0 

PH-. .. 

CM 

CM 


• Wetsn the range of 7£ to 10 0 al af 


(h) Subpart A—-Alkaline Cleaning 
Rinse NSPS. 
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***** or pottor* property 


tor any 1 


•or montrty 


Met* idto-mg/ofltog of 
copper or copper aAoy 



(i) Subpart A—Alkaline Cleaning 
Rinse for Forged Parts NSPS. 


***** v polMar* property 


Mvrvm 
•or any 1 


tor montrity 


Meenc unto—mg/o* 49 of 
or 


Engirt un*t>—pound* par 
1.000.000 on pouxit of 
or 



(j) Subpart A—Alkaline Cleaning Bath 

N8P& 


Mearmsn tor 
any 1 day 


average 


unto—mg/ofltog of 
copper or copper aAoy * 


1,000.000 on potr¥i» of 

coppe r or copper aioy at- 


Ovotouan. 

0017 

005S 

0JO46 

0.025 

A 047 


Clromaan . . 

0042 

Copper 

U W r w 
n /v>s 

Copper. 

0 146 

Lead 

U VaO 

Lead.. _.. ... . . 

0011 

*ctoi. 

v VWa 
n Aa t 

Ntoaf..... 

0063 

2nc 

A OtO 

J 

0 116 

Of and ptoee 

uwe# 

046 

070 

Itl 

U WiV 

oee 

ft SJI 

dandgreMe 

t 160 

TSS_ 

TSS 

1 740 

PH 

vjO 

0) 

pH ... 

C) 


1 1 



1 ** ronge of 7.S to 10 0 al «a ^ 

(k) Subpart A—Pickling Rinse NSPS. 


PoftAar* or poAulant property 


MaortKrw 
tor any 1 


tor monCVy 


Maine i*to-mg/ort*g of 
oopoer or copper a*oy 


Engpah 
par/1.000,000 
pounde of cooper 
copper aioy pleated 



0) Subpart A—Pickling Rinse for 
Forged Parts NSPS. 


Podutar* or poeutar* property 


tor any I tor 


Metric u n to m g/ofMtg Of 
copper or copper aioy 


&VM< unto— pOundi 
par/1.000.000 o«- 

pounde of copper or 



(m) Subpart A—Pickling Bath NSPS. 


Metri c unto—mg/o*-*g of 
copper or copper aioy 


Engto* unaa—pounde par 
1.000.000 of potato of 


0,017 
0070 
0.010 
0 042 
0 040 

1 too 
1302 
<*> 


• ttflttn te range of 7.5 to 10.0 at afl omee 

(n) Subpart A—Pickling Fume 
Scrubber NSPS. 


Poiutar* or pdk/tam property 


•or any 1 tor montnfy 


Metric urto—mg/of!-4g of 
copper or copper atoy 


Engirt unto pounde per 
1.000,000 off-pounde of 



(o) Subpart A—Tumbling or 
Burnishing NSPS. 


Poflutar* or pottutar* property 


Ma*mum 
tor any 1 


lor montfify 


Metric unto—mg/off-fcg of 
oopper or copper uiv 
bled or txrmahed 
Engirt unto—pounde per 
1.000.000 ort-prxm* of 


tumbled or tHaroehed 



(p) Subpart A—Surface Coating NSPS. 


ftoAutmt or poAutar* property 

Maodmim 
for any 1 

Maxtoan 
tor montftty 

Foiutant or poMar* property 

Maximum 
tor any 1 

on 

Mffunem 
tor mondey 

average 


day 

average 



M et r ic u n to mg/ofHtq of 
copper or copper aAoy 
•urfaoe ooafad 
Engirt unto—pounde per 
1.000.000 rt pounde of 
copper or copper aAoy 



(q) Subpart A—Miscellaneous Waste 
Streams NSPS. 
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PcArtanf or polutant property 


l to 
eny * <*T 


(c) Subpart A—Drawing Spent 
Lubricant PSES. 


PoAitant or poa/art proper 


Mcottmii 
lor any 1 

day 


Mtarun 

K)r monMy 


Metric un*a—mg/ofl-kg oI 
coppar or copper atoy 
•ormed 

En^sh urate-pouide/ 
1.000.000 off pounds at 
coppar or oopper efloy 
•ormed 



9 466.14 Pretreatment standards for 
existing sources (PSES). 

Except as provided in 40 CFR Parts 
403.7 and 403.13, any existing source 
subject to this subpart which introduces 
pollutants into a publicly owned 
treatment works must comply with 40 
CFR Part 403 and achieve the following 
pretreatment standards for existing 
sources: 

(a) Subpart A—Hot Rolling Spent 
Lubricant PSES. 


Potolar* or pofetan* property 

Maximum 
for any 1 
d*7 

Manneen 
lor montfty 

ewer age 


Metric urate—mg/off eg of 
oopper or oopper aBoy 
drawn 

Engaeh untt-fOtfdt per 
1.000.000 on pounds of 
oopper or oopper aioy 
drawn 

0037 

01S1 

001? 

0163 

0124 

0065 

1 TOO 

0015 
0.065 
0.0 M 
0107 
0.051 
0028 
1.020 


Lead. 

fskckw . .. . 

Dm 

TTO . 

On and jreaas 1 . 


1 For Hamate monaonng 

(d) Subpart A—Solution Heat 
Treatment PSES. 

Pofetar* or poCuUnt property 

Maximum 
lor any 1 
dey 

Maximum 
lor monthly 

aaerape 


Metric urate—mg7 of!-kg of 
copper or coppar afloy 
hoot tealed 


PoOuUn or popular* property 



Metric urate—mQ/off-kg of 
copper or copper atoy 
hot rotted 

Cngtah unS-poedi per 
1.000.000 oft-pounde of 
oopper or 
hot rolled 



(b) Subpart A—Cold Rolling Spent 
Lubricant PSES. 


EngSah un de pound! per 
1.000.000 off-pounds of 
copper or oopper aBoy 

heat Mealed 



(e) Subpart A—Extrusion Heat 
Treatment PSES. 



PoMant or poflMant property 

Mtunwn 

Maximum 

•or any 1 

lor monthly 



average 


MdlC urate—mg.'ofl kg of 
coppar or coppar atoy 
odd rokad 


Metric unite—mg/ofl 4g of 
coppar or oopper aBoy 
heet Sealed on an «n> 
Mon prwi 

Engiah urate pounds par 
f.OOO.OOO od-pounda of 
coppar or copper »koy 
heal freeted on an ax**. 

Mon preaa 


Engfcsfi unite—pounds per 
1.000.000 offpotndi of 
copper or ooppsr aBoy 
cold rolled 




(f) Subpart A—Annealing with Water 
PSES. 


Memc unite—at 
copper or copper Ay 
annealed wtVt sale 
Englieh urate—pcxr>1» p« 
1.000.000 off-poune> of 
copper or copper Ay 
annealed with enter 



(g) Subpart A—Annealing With Oil 
PSES. 



Met* t r<i mg /o* kq of 
coppar or copper aftey 

inn fla itQ wvui O® 


Engfcih tnlte—pounde per 
1.000.000 Off-pound, of 
coppar or copper Ay 
amealerf with ofl 



(h) Subpart A—Alkaline Cleaning 
Rinse PSES. 


PaBuUnl or pofetant property 

Majemum 
•or any ! 

Maemtm 

lor montffy 


A* 

arvarage 


Maine irate—rng/off-kg of 
coppar or o o pper alley 

aBtalvte cleaned 


Engftah urate—pounds per 
1.000.000-off pounds of 
copper or copper aftcy 

a&sins rteenod 


Chromium 

1.654 

0^56 

Copper 

6006 

0632 

4214 

leert . 

0547 

tore* 

5000 

6351 

Zinc 

515? 

2570 

TTO 

2738 

1432 

OI and greasa 1 . 

54 260 

50 566 


* for aliamaia ntomonng 


(i) Subpart A—Alkaline Cleaning 
Rinse for Forged Parts PSES. 
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PofluCant or pafetant property 


10*4 


fine- 


TTO- 


01 and 


day 


0.007 

MtO 

0061 

037$ 

11.660 


Maxmum 
lot mortNy 
avaraga 


0075 

0-740 

0356 

0106 

6906 


1 F Of a/tamada tnoMonoQ 


(p) Subpart A—Surface Coating PSES. 


Poauunt or poauttm proparty 


day 


In onaMf 


Mrtfc una*-mg/c*-4g at 


Er* qM> umtv-pound* par 
1.000,000 oft-pound* ol 
Or 



(q) Subpart A—Miscellaneous Waste 
Streams PSES. 


tor monthly 


unAt-rne/Pft-fcg of 
ooppar or ooppar alloy 


1.000.000 < 
copper or 


TTD- 

Oa and grata 1 - 


04)06 

0041 

0003 

0041 

0031 

0014 

0436 


0003 
0 021 
0002 
0027 
0013 
0007 
0261 


•For 


{ 488.15 Pretreatment standards for new 
sources (PSNS>. 

Except as provided in 40 CFR Part 
403.7. any new source subject to this 
subpart which introduces pollutants into 
a publicly owned treatment works must 
comply with 40 CFR Part 403 and 
achieve the following pretreatment 
sources for new sources: 

(a) Subpart A—Hot Rolling Spent 
Lubricant PSNS. 




















































































































































36966 


federal Register / VoL 48, No. 158 / Monday, August 15, 1983 / Rules and Regulations 


PoMan* or poiulanf property 

Maximum 
lor anyone 
d«v 

Maximum for 
montXy 

awersge 


WMnc urea -mg/oft-hq of 
copper or copper Hoy 
NX rotted 

Engraft unfta—pounds par 
1.000,000 oft pounds of 
copper or copper aAoy 
NX totted 

mill! 

0015 

0062 

00092 

0036 

0043 

0035 

1.030 


lead. 

Nickel..... 

Zinc.... 

TTO. 

Oil end grease • 


•Fori 


(b) Subpart A—Cold Rolling Spent 
Lubricant PSNS, 


Ftodutar* or pottutarx property 

Marmum 
lor any one 
day 

Maxmum 
lor monthly 

average 

Chromium._. 

Metric unes—mg/ofMp of 
copper or copper attoy 
cold rotted 

Engle* units—pounds per 
1,000,000 oft pounds of 
copper or oopper attoy 
odd rotted 

0140 

0465 

0037 

0206 

0366 

0126 

3790 

00S6 
0 231 
0 034 
0140 
0159 
0126 
3790 

Copper. .. 

lead . ... 

tectel ...... . 

Z*c. . 

no...,.„„ 

Of and grease • 


• For altamafe monitoring 

(c) Subpart A—Drawing Spent 
Lubricant PSNS. 

POfcjtam or pottuServf property 

Ma rtmum for 
•ftV I day 

Mfuorrsan lor 
monthly 

average 


Fottutent or pollutant property 

Mawnxim 

Maximum 

tor any 1 

» _i ft *_ 

tO» rnon*riy 


oey 

average 


Metric mgofMig of 

copper or oopper afcoy 


EflflNh units—pornde per 
t .000.000 oft—pounds 0 f 


copper or oopper eftoy 


Chromium. 

0239 

0626 

0064 

0355 

0668 

0219 

0.096 

0394 

0066 

0239 

027! 


Lead. 

feu*.„.. 

Zinc . 

TTO_ 

0219 


6460 

6460 


•For 


(e) Subpart A—Extrusion Heat 
Treatment PSNS. 


Metric im«*-mp/oft-Ag of 
oopper or copper atoy 


EngW» units—pounds per 
1000,000 oft-pounds of 
copper or copper attoy 


Chromium. 

0031 

0106 

00065 

0046 

0066 

0026 

0660 

0012 

0051 

00076 

0031 

0036 

0 026 
0650 


Copper . 

Leed. . 

Chromtom 

Nc*«. 

Copper 

One. 

Lead. 

TTO .. .. 

tocfcai 

CM and grease* 

7m; 


TTO 

1 For alternate mooaonng 

OK and grease * 


(d) Subpart A—Solution Heat 
Treatment PSNS. 


PpftularX or pottutam property 

Maxknjm lor 
•Nflday 

Meiamum lor 
montfXy 

average 

Chromium. . 

Matnc tnae—mg/oft-fcg of 
copper or copper aAoy 
heal iraeied on an extru¬ 
sion prate 

Engleh units—pounds per 
1,000,000 oftpounds of 
oopper or oopper aAoy 
heal treated on an wtru- 
don prase 

000074 

0 0020 
000020 
00010 
00020 
000068 
0020 

000030 

00010 

000016 

000074 

000064 

000068 

0.020 

Copper ... . 

Leed. 

Mreal 

Zinc . 

TTO 

Oi and greeee • .. 


1 For attamete monitoring. 

(0 Subpart A—Annealing with Water 
PSNS. 

ftdMam or pototani property 

Maximum 
•w Any 1 

d«y 

Maximum 
for monthly 

average 


Metrtc isuta—mQ/oft fcg of 


Cngftsh units—pounds per 
1,000,000 Oft pound* of 
copper or copper attoy 


•For 


(g) Subpart A—Annealing With Oil 
PSNS. 


Poflutam or poManf property 


lor any 1 


lor "Or** 

•wags 


Metrtc tmft»-mg.- ;*.« 3 el 
copper or ooope Hoy 
annealed ea* of 

Fngisft untte-pcKrds pe 
1.000.000 oftpojvH cf 
cooper or copper ** 
annealed **r of 


Chromium 

o 



o 


Lead ._. 

o 


•Are-I . 

o 


Zinc.... 

o 


TTO 

o 



0 



* For ehemaie monitoring 

(h) Subpart A—Alkaline Cleaning 
Rinse PSNS. 


Pottutant or poNulant property 

Maximum 
lor any 1 
day 

Maxnxm 
for monirsy 

mersgs 

Chromium._ _ 

Memo unite- mgwq of 
cooper or copper afioy 

a*4me Cleaned 

Engkah unto—pouw pe 
1.000.000 oftpounds o» 
copper or copper attoy 

attuttne deaned 

1559 

5393 

0421 

2317 

4,290 

1432 

42140 

0538 
2570 
0376 
1556 
1760 
1432 
42 140 


Lead __ . 

Nkcfcai .... 


TTO. _ 

Ott and grease •. 


1 For attemale momtortng 

(i) Subpart A—Alkaline Cleaning 
Rinse for Forged Parts PSNS. 

PoManf or poAufaiX property 

Maximum 
lor any 1 
day 

Msdrvn 
tor monffy 

amrsgs 


Metrtc i**A-mgA>r*c cf 


EngAsh unO - pounds pe 
1.000.000 oftpouPi of 
copper or CCpoer aicy 


0 456 

0186 

Chromium . 

4 677 

1567 

0756 

Copper. 

16 161 

0124 

0.111 

lead 

1 264 

0 682 

0 456 

Nfcfcel . 

6953 

1264 

0520 

Zinc. 

12 894 

0421 

0421 

TTO... ... 

4 296 

12400 

12.400 

0* and grease* 

126420 


!f9« 

7711 

1.177 

4.677 

53» 

4S9 

126420 


* For aflemate monttonng 

(j) Subpart A—Alkaline Cleaning Bath 
PSNS. 
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a property 


Major*** tor 
any 1 (toy 


Matnmum tor 
montfay 


Main e imto-fnp'o*1*g of 
copoor or copper atoy to- 
tatoe c l eane d 
Engdah ir^-oona par 
1,000.000 ofliuunda of 
ooppe r or o o pp e r aftoy to* 



(k) Subparl A—Pickling Rinse PSNS. 



Marine unto—mg/<*» kg of 
ooopar or ooppar atoy 


1,000,000 cn^outoa or 

ooppar or coppar alloy 



(1) S-:bpart A—Pickling Rinse for 
Forged Parts PSNS. 


**4*4 or pollutant property 

Uaxyrxjm 

Maximum 

tor any 1 

tor monttfy 


«My 

a'.arapa 


Metric urate—mg/off-fcg of 


Engtob u nto pound* par 
1.000.000 off-potetde of 
copper or coppar aftoy 



(m) Subpart A—Pickling Bath PSNS. 


Pctotm or pototant property 

Maximum 
lor any 1 
day 

Majomum 
tor monSMy 
average 


Metre unto— 
ooppar or 

Engkaft unto 
1.000.000 < 
ooppar or 
pc* tod 

■mg/off of 
ooppar atoy 

-pounds per 
off-pouno* of 
copper aftoy 


Ovorteum . 

0 042 

QmM| 

0 146 

1*4*1 

0.011 


0063 

Ztoc 

0.116 

TTO 

0030 

Ol and greaaa *— .... ~... 

1 160 

•For alternate monitoring 



001 ? 
0070 
0 010 
0042 

0 048 

ooot 
1 160 


(n) Subpart A—Pickling Fume 
Scrubber PSNS. 


PoManf or pototant properly 

Maximum 
tor any 1 

Majomum 
tor montnry 


•My 

average 


Matte unto-mg.'on-kQ of 
coppar or ooppar atoy 


Engtoh 
1.000.000 ofl-pouncto of 
ooppar or ooppar atoy 


Chromium . 

0231 

0093 

Coppar. 

0 001 

0 381 

Lead... 

0062 

0.066 

Nek*. 

0344 

0 231 

Inc .... 

0638 

0262 

TTO 

0 212 

0212 

Of and graaee • 

6260 

8280 


(o) Subpart A—Tumbling or 
Burnishing PSPS. 



Matte tente—mg/ofl-kg of 
coppar or ooppar atoy 
tumbled or burmhed 
Engfeh urrta—pound* par 
1,000.000 ort-pouoda of 
c op par or ooppar alloy 
tattled or txxn»h»d 


Chrontan^ 
Coppar wam 


0215 
0 746 
0066 


0.067 
0 356 
0052 


» 

PsSkrtart or pototant property 

Manmum 
tor any 1 
day 

Uldrrum 

tor monmfy 

average 

Mckel 

0 320 

0215 

Jlnf . 

0 504 

0244 

rrn . ^ 

0108 

01M 

Ok and groat# • . 

5 830 

6830 


•For alternate montotin g 


(p) Subpart A—Surface Coating PSNS. 


Pototant or pototant property 

Maximum 
tor any i 
day 

Maximum 
lor morrlfVy 

average 


Matte unto—mg>’o<14g of 
coppar or coppar aBoy 
•urtace coated 

Engftah unto—pound# par 
1.000.000 of! pound* of 
ooppar or oopper atoy 
axfac* coated 


0.274 

0 111 


0.951 

Q.4S3 

lead 

0.074 

0086 

Nctat .. 

0408 

0274 

. . 

0.757 

0312 

vrn 

0252 

0252 

04 gre#M * 

7.430 

7430 



1 For alternate morvtormg 



(q) Subpart A—Miscellaneous Waste 
Streams PSNS. 

Pctotenl or poAutand property 

Maximum tor 
any l day 

Maximum lor 

average 


Maine unrte-mg/off-kg of 
ooppar or ooppar alloy 
termed 


Engteh terta—pound* par 
1.000 000 oa-poi^dt of 
coppar or ooppar afloy 
formed 


Chromtan .... . 

0 008 

0009 

rrrna 

0027 

0013 

tM.1 . . 

0.0021 

0 0019 

Nick* . ... 

0011 

0008 

ZkK 

0022 

0009 

rro 

0007 

0007 

0* and graaaa * .- 

0218 

0216 


•For alternate monrtortn g 


i 466.16 Effluent limitations representing 
the degree of effluent reduction attainable 
by the application of the best conventional 
pollution control technology (BCT). 
(Reserved] 

(FR Doc «3~*m3 PUad 8-12-65,645 am] 

BILLING COOC 6680-50-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

Health Cara Financing Administration 

42 CFR Parts 460 and 462 

Medicare Program; Utilization and 
Quality Control Peer Review 
Organization (PRO) Area Designations 
and Definitions of Eligible 
Organizations 

agency: Health Care Financing 
Administration (HCFA). HHS. 

action: Proposed Rule. 


summary: This proposal would 
implement a portion of the Peer Review 
Improvement Act of 1982 (Title I. 
Subtitle C of the Tax Equity and Fiscal 
Responsibility Act of 1982, Pub. L 97- 
248) requiring the Secretary to establish 
geographic areas throughout the United 
States for contracts under the PRO 
program. The establishment of these 
area designations will allow the 
Secretary to begin the process of 
contracting with PROs by setting the 
boundaries for each new organization. 
These regulations will also implement 
that portion of the law which defines 
organizations eligible to become PROs. 

oates: To assure consideration, 
comments should be submitted by 
September 14,1983. 

address: Address comments in writing 
to: Health Care Financing 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Health and Human Services. Attention: 
HSQ-107-P, P.O. Box 28678. Baltimore. 
Maryland 21207. 

If you prefer, you may deliver your 
comments to Room 309-C Hubert H. 
Humphrey Building, 200 Independence 
Ave- SW., Washington. D.C., or to 
Room 132, East High Rise Building, 6325 
Security Boulevard, Baltimore, 

Maryland 21207. 

Comments will be available for public 
inspection as they are received, 
beginning approximately three weeks 
after publication, in Room 309-C of the 
Department s offices at 200 
Independence Ave. SW.. Washington, 
D.C. 20201, on Monday through Friday of 
each week from 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m 
(202-245-7890). 

EUR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mary K. Terry, Acting Director. Division 
of Peer Review, Health Standards and 
Quality Bureau. Health Care Financing 
Administration. 1849 Gwynn Oak 
Avenue, Baltimore. Maryland 21207, 
telephone (301) 594-7910. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

1. Background 

A. Legislative History 

The Peer Review Improvement Act of 
1982 (Title 1, Subtitle C of the Tax Equity 
and Fiscal Responsibility Act of 1982 
(Pub. L 97-248) as amended by the 
Social Security Amendments of 1983) 
amended Part B of Title XI of the Social 
Security Act to establish the Utilization 
and Quality Control Peer Review 
Organization (PRO) program. Congress 
originally enacted Part B of Title XI in 
1972, establishing the Professional 
Standards Review Organization (PSRO) 
program. 

The purpose of the PSRO program 
was to assure that health care services 
and items for which payment may be 
made in whole or part under the 
Medicare. Medicaid and Maternal and 
Child Health and Crippled Childrens' 
programs were medically necessary, 
conformed to appropriate professional 
standards and were delivered in the 
most efficient and economical manner 
possible. 

The Peer Review Improvement Act of 
1982, enacted on September 3.1982, 
seeks to redirect, simplify and enhance 
the cost-effectiveness of the program of 
peer review under Medicare. 

B. PSRO Program 

Federally mandated utilization review 
(UR) to assure that Federally reimbursed 
care was furnished only when it was 
necessary began with the inclusion of 
hospital UR requirements under the 
original Medicare and Medicaid 
legislation of 1965. 

Subsquent examinations of the 
effectiveness of UR by the Senate 
Finance Committee, the General 
Accounting Office and others revealed 
inadequacies. These included such 
problems as the lack of coordination 
between Medicare and Medicaid 
review, too little attention to the review 
of the quality of medical care, 
insufficient physician participation in 
final review decisions, and limited 
acceptance by physicians. 

Citing these shortcomings, the Senate 
Finance Committee added the PSRO 
provisions to the 1972 amendments to 
the Social Security Act (Act). As 
originally enacted, the PSRO program 
was based on two fundamental concepts 
of health care review: that physicians 
were the most appropriate persons to 
assess the quality of medical care 
delivered by physicians: and that local 
community-based peer review and local 
standard setting were the most effective 
means for ensuring appropriate 
utilization of health care resources and 
facilities. 


C. PRO Program Description 

1 . Congressional Intent As noted in 
section I.A. above. Congress amended 
Part B of Title XI of the Social Security 
Act to establish the PRO program in 
place of the PSRO program. The Senate 
Finance Committee believed that the 
PSRO program was overregulated and 
restricted innovation in review 
techniques. The Committee also 
believed that PSRO administrative costi 
and functions could be reduced. 
Therefore, Congress modified the 
requirements for peer review to reflect 
these concerns and established a new 
utilization and quality review program 
that would be more cost effective. (S. 
Rep. No. 97-494.97th Cong., 2d Seas. 41 
(1982).) 

2. Major Differences between PROs 
and PSROs. The PRO program is similar 
to the PSRO program with the following 
important distinctions: 

(a) Under the new program, eligible 
organizations may be either for profit or 
nonprofit and may be either physician 
groups or have available to them 
sufficient physicians to perform review 
(section 1152(1) of the Act). PSROs were 
required to be nonprofit organizations 
and to include and maintain within their 
membership at least 25 percent of the 
area physicians, unless the Secretary 
designated an alternative organization 
as a PSRO. 

(b) The Secretary must consolidate 
the current PSRO areas into PRO areas 
using criteria specified in section 
1153(a)(2) of the Act. 

(c) No PRO contract can be made with 
an organization that is or is affiliated 
with a health care facility or association 
of facilities within the area served by 
the organization or which would be 
served by the organization if it entered 
into a PRO contracL Payor organizations 
(i.e., insurance companies or other 
organizations making payments to 
providers) may participate only after 
October 1.1984. Under the PSRO 
program, these types of organizations 
could have qualified if they met the 
requirements for designation as an 
"alternate PSRO." 

(d) Contracts between the Secretary 
and PROs are for an initial period of two 
years and ore renewable biennially 
(section 1153(c)(3) of the Act). PSROs 
received annual grants. 

(e) Contracts with PROs must specify 
objectives to be achieved over the 
contract period. An assessment of the 
organization's performance will be made 
in terms of their meeting those 
objectives (section 1153(c)(7) of the Act). 
The SRO statute had no such provision. 
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(f) Sanctions against providers for the 
provision of unnecessary or poor quality 
service* will automatically become 
effective if the Secretary fails to act 
upon the PRO'S sanction report and 
recommendation within 120 days after 
wbmission of the report and 
recommendation by the PRO (section 
1156(b)(1) of the Act). Under PSROs the 
Secretary had to act affirmatively to 
effectuate any sanction 
recommendations. 

3 Implementation . We intend to 
award contracts to PROs beginning in 
the third quarter of fiscal year 1984. In 
order for HCFA to begin that process, 
the current PSRO area designations 
must be revised and consolidated so 
that HCFA can release Requests for 
Proposals (RFPs) for the new PRO areas. 
We intend to solicit proposals from 
interested organizations as soon as 
possible after final regulations are 
published. 

D. PRO Area Designations 

Section 1153(a)(2) of the Act requires 
the Secretary to establish geographic 
areas throughout the United States for 
the purpose of entering into contracts for 
PRO review. We are proposing, in a 
separate notice published elsewhere in 
this issue of the Federal Register, that 
each State would generally be 
designated as a separate PRO area. For 
the purposes of this regulation we are 
proposing that HCFA would designate 
these PRO areas and, from time to time 
review the designations and revise any 
designations that require changes. 

£ Organizations Eligible for PRO 

Contracts 

Although under the Peer Review 
Improvement Act of 1982 ( "recent 
amendments") the review functions 
performed by PSROs and PROs 
remained essentially the same, the 
recent amendments expanded 
significantly the types of review 
organizations eligible to become PROs. 
PSROs had to be nonprofit physician- 
sponsored organizations composed of a 
substantial number" of physicians in 
the review area. PROs. on the other 
hand, can be organized on a profit or 
nonprofit basis. They can be either 
physician-sponsored organizations (i.e.. 
organizations composed of and 
supported by physicians) or other 
organizations that have available the 
services of a sufficient number of 
physicians necessary to assure the 
adequate conduct of peer review 
Notion 1152(1)(A) of the Act), 
therefore, unlike a PSRO. a PRO can be 
* business entity controlled by non- 
physicians or non-health care 
practitioners which, under contract or 


other arrangement, relies upon area 
physicians to establish criteria and 
conduct review of Medicare services. 

The PRO amendments eliminated a 
number of statutory restrictions which 
had existed in the PSRO program. 

PSROs were required to: (1) Be nonprofit 
organizations, (2) generally be composed 
solely of physicians in the review area. 
(3) have voluntary and open 
membership (open to all area licensed 
physicians without requirement of 
membership in or dues payment to a 
medical society) and (4) avoid 
restricting eligibility for holding PSRO 
office or for performing PSRO duties 
(Section 1152(b) of Social Security Act 
prior to the amendments required by 
Pub. L 97-248). The recent amendments 
do not impose these restrictions on 
PROs. and no such restrictions are 
proposed in these regulations. 

Generally, PROs will be permitted to 
establish their own internal rules and 
systems of operations. Our primary 
concern will be with the organization's 
performance in conducting effective 
review. 

In opening PRO eligibility to 
organizations with access to physician 
services, i.e., physician-access 
organizations (in addition to physician- 
sponsored organizations), the Congress 
recognized the possibility of health care 
facilities or insurance organizations 
(some of which already have fiscal 
intermediary contracts under Medicare) 
becoming PROs. However, while 
eligibility for PRO contracts was 
expanded, the recent amendments 
include certain exceptions and 
priorities. Section 1153(b)(3) of the Act 
prohibits PRO contracts with an 
organization that is or is affiliated with 
a health care facility or association of 
facilities within the area served by the 
organization or that would be served by 
the organization if it entered into a PRO 
contract. Also, a payor organization (i.e., 
an organization that is or is affiliated 
with an organization that directly or 
indirectly makes payments to a 
practitioner or provider whose health 
care services are reviewed by that 
organization or would be reviewed by 
that organization if it entered into a PRO 
contract) can be a PRO in the area it 
services only after October 1,1984. Even 
then, the payor organization can be a 
PRO only if no other eligible entity is 
available (Section 1153(b)(2) of the Act 
as amended by Pub. L 97-248). 
Physician-sponsored organizations get 
priority for PRO contracts over other 
eligible organizations. These statutory 
exceptions and priorities are 
implemented in these regulations. 


II. Proposed Changes to Regulations 

A. We are proposing the following 
changes to the regulations to implement 
PRO area designations. 

(1) We would amend the titles of 42 
CFR Chapter IV, Subchapter D, and 42 
CFR Part 462 from “Professional 
Standards Review" to "Peer Review 
Organizations." This change would 
allow us to consolidate the PSRO 
regulations with regulations governing 
the PRO program until such time as the 
PSRO regulations are no longer needed. 

(2) We would designate in 42 CFR Part 
460 a new Subpart A—PSRO Area 
Designations, that would include current 
regulations at §9 4801-460.56. We 
would add a new Subpart B—PRO Area 
Designations to provide for the new 
PRO area designations. 

(3) In 9 460.1 we would— 

(a) Amend the definition of "Area" to 
allow for the Inclusion of the PRO 
program; and 

(b) Add the definition of a “PRO" to 
mean a Utilization and Quality Control 
Peer Review Organization: and 

(4) New 9 480.101 Guidelines for 
designation of PRO areas, would state 
that HCFA will designate appropriate 
areas and. from time to time, review the 
PRO area designations and revise those 
that HCFA determines need revision. 

B. We would make the following 
change to implement portions of the 
legislation concerning organizations 
eligible for PRO contracts: 

(1) We would designate in 42 CFR Part 
462 a new Subpart A—PSRO that would 
include the current regulations at 

9 9 462.1-462.18. These current PSRO 
regulations establish criteria for 
designation of priority and alternate 
PSROs and set forth guidelines for the 
administration of PSRO grants. These 
regulations must remain in effect while 
PSROs are functioning. Regulations 
concerning eligibility for PRO contracts 
would be in a new Subpart B. 

(2) We would amend 9 482.2 to allow 
for the provision of additional 
definitions applicable to the PRO 
program. 

(3) We would add a.new 9 462.101 
Requirements to compete for PRO 
contracts, to specify that in order to 
compete for a PRO contract an 
organization must be either a physician- 
sponsored organization as described in 
a new 9 462.102 or a physician-access 
organization as described in a new 

9 462.103 and demonstrate the ability to 
perform review as described in 
9 462.104. 

(4) Physician-Sponsored 
Organization. The PRO statute requires 
that a physician-sponsored organization 
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be composed of a "substantial number’* 
of the licensed doctors of medicine and 
osteopathy practicing medicine or 
surgery in the review area. These 
doctors must be "representative" of 
physicians practicing in the review area. 

This proposed rule provides that the 
"substantial number" test would be met 
If an organization is composed of at 
least 5 percent of the licensed 
physicians practicing in the PRO review 
area. 

Although the PSRO program 
established the "substantial" standard 
at a 25 percent minimum, a 5 percent 
minimum is proposed for the PRO 
program because of the generally larger 
or more populous review area being 
recommended for PROs. We believe that 
while a 25 percent minimum was a 
reasonable standard for defining 
"substantial" physician involvement in 
PSROs, where sub~State review areas 
were designated, a smaller minimum 
percentage is appropriate for PROs, 
where Statewide review areas are being 
recommended. A smaller percentage can 
constitute a significant number of 
physicians in a larger, more populous 
area. Also, we view the lower minimum 
percentage as a means of promoting 
competition by increasing the possibility 
of having more than one physician- 
sponsored organization eligible within a 
given review area. Organizations 
applying to be PROs will not be required 
to submit membership lists with their 
proposals but will instead be required to 
submit statements indicating the number 
of practicing physicians represented by 
the organization. Documentation such as 
membership lists will have to be kept on 
file available for HCFA review and 
inspection. HCFA will publish in each 
initial RFP the number of practicing 
physicians which it has identified in the 
PRO area, based on December, 1979 
American Medical Association data and 
1981-1982 American Osteopathic 
Association data. 

We propose to establish two ways in 
which a physician-sponsored 
organization can be found to be 
"representative" of physicians 
practicing in the review area. If an 
organization is composed of at least 10 
percent of the area’s licensed practicing 
physicians, it would be considered 
representative of the physicians 
practicing in the PRO area. This 
standard provides a positive incentive 
for physician-sponsored organizations to 
seek increased physician involvement 

If an organization is composed of 
more than 5 percent but less than 10 
percent of the area’s practicing licensed 
physicians, the organization, would 
have to demonstrate in another way that 
it is representative and. therefore. 


eligible as a physician-sponsored 
organization. In order to make such a 
showing, the organization would be 
required to submit with its contract 
proposal, documentation such as 
statements of support from physicians or 
physician organizations in the review 
area. 

(5) Physician Access Organizations . 

In order for an entity to be eligible for a 
PRO contract as a physician process 
organization, the organization must have 
available to it. through arrangement or 
otherwise, a sufficient number of 
licensed doctors of medicine or 
osteopathy practicing medicine or 
surgery in the review area to assure 
adequate peer review of services 
provided by the various medical 
specialties and subspecialties (section 
1152(a)(B) of the Act). The proposed rule 
would measure the adequacy of 
physician "availability" in physician- 
access organizations through use of a 
general standard which would match or 
compare the organization’s resources 
(i.e.. the number and types of physicians 
available to the organization) with the 
organization’s proposed review system. 

if the organization has physicians 
available to it in sufficient numbers to 
do what it proposes in its review plan 
and in its objectives, it would meet the 
requirement that it have physicians 
"available." 

We propose a straightforward and 
simple interpretation of the statutory 
provision that physicians be available 
"through arrangement or otherwise" in 
physician-access organizations. We 
believe that the intent of the legislation 
is to permit any type of relationships 
between the organization and the 
physicians implementing its review 
system. Formal contractual relationships 
would not be required. Instead, the 
organization would be required to 
demonstrate that a relationship exists so 
that the physican availability 
anticipated by the organization will 
occur. 

In establishing a standard as to 
whether a physician access organization 
has a "sufficient number of licensed 
doctors of medicine or osteopathy to 
assure • • • adequate peer review 
• * V we would require that there be 
available at least one physician in every 
generally recognized specialty. 

(8) Ability to Perform Review. Section 
1152(2) of the Act requires lhat both 
physician-sponsored and physician- 
access organizations be found "able" to 
conduct review required of PROs in 
order for such organizations to be 
eligible for PRO contracts. We would 
establish a general standard of finding 
that an organization is "able" if it has 
acceptable utilization and quality 


review plans and if it demonstrates that 
it has the resources (i.e.. access to skills, 
etc.) to carry out those plans. We will 
also consider the organization’s prior 
experience in the conduct of similar 
review activities. This approach 
maintains maximum flexibility for the 
organization and insures compatibility 
between review machinery and review 
objectives. 

(7) Prohibitions and Restrictions, (a) 
Health Core Facilities, A PRO contract 
cannot be awarded to any entity that is 
or is affiliated with—"through 
management, ownership, or control"—a 
health care facility, or association of 
facilities within the area served by the 
organization or which would be served 
by the organization if it entered into a 
PRO contract. In implementing this 
provision, we propose to preclude an 
organization from becoming a PRO if the 
organization operates a health care 
facility in the PRO area or if the 
organization has a governing body 
member, officer, partner. 5 percent or 
more owner, or managing employee who 
is also a governing body member, 
officer, partner, 5 percent or more owner 
or managing employee in a PRO area 
health care facility or association of 
health care facilities. If any State 
government, including an entity that is a 
part of that government, operates or is 
affiliated with a health care facility (or 
association of facilities), as described 
above, that State government, including 
any entity that is a part of it. is 
precluded from becoming a PRO. This 
interpretation of the prohibition is 
intended to minimize the possibility of 
PRO bias or the appearance of bias in 
conducting review. 

The recent amendments permit a PRO 
to subcontract or delegate its review 
authority to health care facilities. 
Delegation of the review functions does 
not constitute affiliation with the health 
care facility (section 1153(c)(1))* 
Therefore, the proposed regulation 
states explicitly that such arrangements 
are not prohibited. 

(b) Payor Organizations . The 
proposed rule implements the statutory 
requirement (section 1153(b)(2) as 
amended by the Social Security 
Amendments of 1983) that PRO 
contracts not be awarded to payor 
organizations such as insurance 
companies and similar organizations 
until October 1.1984. Under the 
proposed regulation, a payor 
organization is defined as an 
organization which is. or is affiliated 
with (through management, ownership 
or control) an organization which 
directly or indirectly makes payments to 
any practitioner or provider whose 
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health care services are reviewed by the 
(c^anization or would be reviewed by 
I rhe organization if it entered into a PRO 
I contract An organization that meets this 
[definition could not be awarded a PRO 
I contract until October 1,1984 for the 
lirea where providers receiving its 
payments are located. We note, 
however, that this restriction would not 
apply if no providers receiving payments 
from the organization are subject to 
review under the PRO contract. Also, 
the prohibition would not apply to a 
State government or an entity that is a 
part of a State government by virtue of 
the State’s operation of a Medicaid 
program, since Medicaid is not a risk 
sharing arrangement under which the 
State writes health insurance, or collects 
premiums or assumes an underwriting 
function with regard to such insurance. 
The prohibition would apply, however, 
if the State engages in these activities in 
wme other context (i.e., non-Medicaid). 
The restriction ceases 12 months from 
October 1.1983. If no PRO contract for 
the area is awarded prior to October 1, 
1964, and no other eligible organization 
is available, a payor organization could 
then be eligible. HCFA would be 
authorized to determine availability on 
the basis of whether any other eligible 
organization has responded to an 
appropriate RFP. 

(8) We would specify the general 
selection procedures we will follow in 
awarding PRO contracts. HCFA wili: 

[a] Identify from among all proposals 
submitted in response to an RFP for a 
given PRO area those organizations that 
are physician-sponsored or physician- 
access organizations; (b) identify from 
among all proposals identified in fa) 
above those that set forth minimally 
acceptable plans; (c) assign priority to 
proposals from organizations that are 
physician ^sponsored; and (d) subject to 
the limitations established by 55 482.105 
and 462,106, award the contract for the 
given PRO area for a period of two 
years. 

If during the 12 months following the 
intended contracting date announced by 
HCFA in the RFP. no minimally 
acceptable proposal was submitted by an 
eligible organization that is not a payor 
organization, HCFA will award the 
contract to a PRO area payor 
organization that submits an acceptable 
plan. Such award can be made only if an 
eligible organization which is not a 
payor organization is not available at 
that time. If an eligible organization 
w hich is not a payor organization is 
available at the end of the 12-month 
penod, it would be awarded the 
contract over a payor organization so 
on 8 as it submits a minimally 


acceptable proposal, even if the 
proposal of the payor organization is 
equally qualified 

111. Impact Analysis 

A. Executive Order 12291 

These proposed regulations define 
utilization and quality control peer 
review organizations and their 
functions. The statute establishes that 
"each State shall generally be 
designated a9 a geographic area" for the 
awarding of PRO contracts. This will 
result in the consolidation of the current 
194 PSRO review areas into 
approximately 52 PRO review areas. 
While some of this impact could be 
offset by becoming PROs, obtaining 
private sector peer review funding or by 
becoming a subcontractor to the 
organization that receives the contract 
for the PRO area, this reduction of 
review areas could result in the 
termination of at least 50 percent of the 
current 143 PSROs. 

PRO contracts will not be awarded 
before the beginning of FY1984. 
However, effective with the 
redesignations and awarding of new 
review contracts in FY 1984, we 
anticipate that the PROs will be more 
cost effective than PSROs. We do not 
expect any detrimental impact on the 
quality of patient care as a result of the 
use of PROs instead of PSROs. 

In large part these proposed 
regulations merely implement statutory 
provisions. Therefore, we believe that 
this rule will not "result in an annual 
effect on the economy of StOU mill ion or 
more" or meet any of the criteria for a 
major rule as defined by Executive 
Order 12291, and a regulatory impact 
analysis is not required. 

B. Regulatory Flexibility Act 

As noted in the Executive Order 
discussion, the Statute specifies that 
PRO areas would generally be 
statewide. The statute establishes that 
States will generally be designated as a 
single PRO review area for the purpose 
of administrative,and program 
efficiencies. A notice published 
elsewhere in this issue of the Federal 
Register proposes State-wide PRO 
areas. There is. however, flexibility in 
the statute that allows the Secretary to 
establish local or regional PRO areas 
rather than State* wide areas if the local 
or regional area is a self-contained 
medical area and has no fewer than 
60.000 total hospital admissions under 
review annually. To exercise this option, 
the Secretary would also need to find 
that a local or regional review would be 
able to be carried out with equal or 


greater efficiency than a review on a 
State-wide basis. 

As discussed in the notice, we believe 
a State-wide area allows for 
administrative efficiencies in data 
collection and processing and for 
uniform application of program criteria 
through the State. A State-wide PRO 
may also subcontract with local 
professional review groups to facilitate 
the effective conduct of its review. 
Therefore, following the guidance of the 
statute, we believe there is no 
compelling reason to propose local PRO 
areas in most cases. 

There will also be a significant 
beneficial impact on those entities not 
currently funded as a PSRO that receive 
a PRO contract or subcontract. For- 
profit entities were not eligible for 
contract under the PSRO program; they 
will now be able to compete for funding. 
This is. however, a result of the statute, 
not the regulations. 

As discussed above, we believe the 
primary impact on current PSROs and 
future contractors is the result of the 
statute and not the proposed notice and 
the proposed regulations. Accordingly, 
the Secretary certifies under 5 U-S.CL, 
605(b). enacted by the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 98-354), that the 
proposed rule and the proposed notice 
are not likely to result in a significant 
impact on a substantia] number of small 
entities. However, because such a large 
percentage of current PSROs will be 
impacted significantly by changes in the 
utilization review program, we have 
prepared this statement which, 
combined with the preamble of the rule 
and the discussion in the notice, serves 
as a voluntary Initial Regulatory 
Flexibility Analysis. 

IV. Response to Comments 

Because of the large number of 
comments we receive on proposed 
regulations, we cannot acknowledge or 
respond to them individually. However, 
in preparing the final rule, we will 
consider all comments and respond to 
them in the preamble to that rule. 

V. List of Subjects 

42 CFR Part 460 

Health care. Health professions. 
Hospitals, Physicians, Professional 
Standards Review Organizations 
(PSRO). 

42 CFR Part 462 

Grant-In-Aid program—health. Health 
care. Professional Standards Review 
Organizations (PSRO). 

42 CFR Chapter IV is amended as set 
forth below: 











36974 


Federal Register / Vol, 48, No. 158 / Monday, August 15, 1983 / Proposed Rules 


I. Subchapter D is amended by 
revising the title to read as follows: 

SUBCHAPTER D-PEER REVIEW 
ORGANIZATIONS 

II. Part 460 is amended as set forth 
below: 

a. The title of Part 460 is revised to 
read as follows: 

PART 460—PSRO AREA 
DESIGNATIONS 

b. The table of contents is amended to 
reflect the establishment of a new 
Subpart A—“PSRO Area Designations." 
to include 55 460.1-460.56. and a new 
Subpart B. and by revising the authority 
citation to read as follows: 

Subpart B—Utilization and Quality Control 
Pear Review Organization Area 
Designations 

Sec 

460.101 Guidelines for designation of areas. 

Authority: Title XI. Part B, Social Security 
Act; 42 U.S.C. 1320c — 1320c-12. Sec 1102. 
Social Security Act, 42 U.S.C 1302, unless 
otherwise noted. 

c. Section 460,1 is amended by 
removing the paragraph designations, 
reorganizing the paragraphs in 
alphabetical order, revising the 
definitions of “Area," and adding, in 
alphabetical order, the definition of a 
“PRO." The definitions of “Area** and 
“PRO" read as follows: 

5 460.11 Definitions. 

• • • • • 

“Area" means the geographical area 
within the boundaries of a State or 
within the boundaries of one or more 
counties or other political subdivisions 
in a State designated as constituting an 
area with respect to which a 
Professional Standards Review 
Organization or a Utilization and 
Quality Control Peer Review 
Organization may be designated, 
pursuant to section 1152(a) of the Act. 

• • • • • 

“PRO" means a Utilization and 
Quality Control Peer Review 
Organization. 

• • • • • 

d. A new Subpart B is added to read 
as follows: 

Subpart B— Utilization and Quality 
Control Peer Review Organization 
Area Designations 

§ 460.101 Guidances for designation of 
PRO area*. 

HCFA will- 

fa) Designate appropriate areas for 
which Utilization and Quality Control 
Peer Review Organizations may be 
designated: and 


(b) From time to time, review the area 
designations and revise those that 
HCFA determines need revision. 

III. Part 462 is amended as set forth 
below: 

a. The title of Part 462 is revised to 
read as follows: 

PART 462—PEER REVIEW 
ORGANIZATIONS 

b. The table of contents is amended to 
reflect the establishment of a new 
Subpart A—PSRO. to include 55462.1- 
462.16. and a new Subpart B, and by 
revising the authority citation to read as 
follows: 

Subpart B—Utilization and Quality Control 
Peer Review Organizations 

Sec 

462.100 Scope and applicability. 

462.101 Eligibility requirements for PRO 
contracts. 

462.102 Eligibility of physician-sponsored 
organizations. 

462.103 Eligibility of physician-access 
organizations. 

462.104 Requirements for demonstrating 
ability to perform review. 

462.105 Prohibition against contracting with 
health care facilities. 

462.106 12-Month prohibition against 
contracting with payor organizations. 

462.107 PRO contract award. 

Authority: Title XI Part B, Social Security 

Act, 42 U.S.C. 1320c-1320c-12. sec. 1102, 
Social Security Act 42 U.S.C 1302 unless 
otherwise noted. 

c. Section 462.2 is amended by 
removing the paragraph designations, 
adding the words “or PRO" after PSRO 
each time It appears in the definition of 
“governing body", reorganizing the 
paragraphs in alphabetical order and 
adding, in alphabetical order, the 
following definitions: 

5 462.2 Definitions. 

• • • • • 

“Five percent or More Owner" means 
a person (including, where appropriate, 
a corporation) who: 

(a) Has an ownership interest of 5 
percent or more: 

(b) Has an indirect ownership interest 
equal to 5 percent or more; 

(c) Has a combination of direct and 
indirect ownership interests (the 
possession of equity In the capital, the 
stock, or the profits of an entity) equal to 
5 percent or more: or 

(d) Is the owner of an interest of 5 
percent or more in any obligation 
secured by an entity, if the interest 
equals at least 5 percent of the value of 
the property or assets of the entity. 

• • • • • 

“Managing employee" means a 
general manager, business manager, 
administrator, director or other 


individual who exercises operational or 
managerial control over the entity or 
organization, or who. directly or 
indirectly, conducts the day-to-day 
operations of the entity or organization. 

• • • • • 

"Payor organization" means any 
organization which makes payments 
directly or indirectly to health care 
practitioners or providers whose health 
care services are reviewed by the 
organization or would be reviewed by 
the organization if it entered into a PRO 
contract. "Payor organization" also 
means any organization which is 
affiliated with any entity which makes 
payments as described above, by virtue 
of the organization having a governing 
body member, officer, partner. 5 percent 
or more owner or managing employee, 
who is also a governing body member, 
officer, partner, 5 percent or more owner 
or managing employee in the entity 
making payments. 

• • • • • 

“PRO" means a Utilization and 
Quality Control Peer Review 
Organization. 

• • • • • 

d. A new Subpart B including 
55 462.100 to 462.107 is added to read as 
follows: 

Subpart B—Utilization and Quality 
Control Peer Review Organization 

5 462.100 Scope and applicability. 

This subpart implements sections 1152 
and 1153(b) of the Social Security Act as 
amended by the Peer Review 
Improvement Act of 1982 (Pub. L 97- 
248). It defines the types of 
organizations eligible to become PROs 
and establishes certain limitations and 
priorities regarding PRO contracting 

§ 462.101 Eligibility requirements for PRO 
contracts. 

In order to be eligible for a PRO 
contract an organization must— 

(a) Be either a physician-sponsored 
organization as described in 5 462.102; 
or a physician-access organization as 
described in 5 462.103: and 

(b) Demonstrate its ability to perform 
review as set forth in § 462.104. 

5 462.102 Eligibility of physician- 
sponsored organizations. 

(a) Except as prohibited under 
5 462.105, in order to be eligible for 
designation as a physician-sponsored 
PRO. an organization must— 

(1) Be composed of a substantial 
number of the licensed doctors of 
medicine and osteopathy practicing 
medicine or surgery in the review area: 
and 
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| (>) Be representative of these 

I physicians. 

II (b) In order to meet the requirements 
I of paragraph (a)(1) of this section, an 

I organization must state and have 
I ^mentation in its files showing that it 
I li composed of at least 5 percent of the 
I fcsed doctors of medicine or 
I osteopathy practicing medicine or 
I surgery in the review area. 

1 (c) In order to meet the requirements 
of paragraph (a)(2) of this section, an 
organization must— 

(1) State and have documental ion in 
I its files demonstrating that it is 
I composed of more than 10% of the 
I licensed doctors of medicine or 
I osteopathy practicing medicine or 
I surgery in the review area; or 

(2) If the organization is not composed 
I of at least 10% of the licensed doctors of 
I medicine or osteopathy practicing 
medicine or surgery in the review area, 
then the organization must demonstrate 
in its contract proposal, through letters 
of support from physicians or physician 
organizations or through other means, 
that it is representative of the area 
physicians. 

(d) Organizations that meet the 
requirements in paragraph (a) of this 
section will receive, during the contract 
evaluation process, a set number of 

bonus points. 

f 462.103 Eligibility of physic la n-access 

organizations. 

(a) Except as prohibited under 
{462.105, in order to be eligible for 
designation as a physician-access PRO. 
the organization must have available to 
it. by arrangement or otherwise, the 
services of a sufficient number of 
licensed doctors of medicine or 
osteopathy practicing medicine or 
surgery in the review area to assure 
adequate peer review of the services 
provided by the various medical 
specialties and subspecialties; and 

(b) An ofganization meets the 
requirements of paragraph (a) of this 
•action if it demonstrates— 

ft I That it has available to it at least 
one physician in every generally 
Cognized specialty; and 
12) Tho existence of an arrangement 
or arrangements with physicians under 
which the physicians would conduct 
review for the organization. 


$ 462.104 Requirements for demonstrating 
sblllty to perform review. 

(a) A physician-sponsored or 
physician-access organization will be 
found capable of conducting review if 
HCFA determines that the organization 
is able to set quantifiable performance 
objectives and perform the utilization 
and quality review functions established 
under section 1154 of the Social Security 
Act in an efficient and effective manner. 

(b) HCFA will determine that the 
organization is capable of conducting 
utilization and quality review if— 

(1) The organization's proposed review 
system is adequate; and 

(2) The organization has available 
sufficient resources (including access to 
medical review skills) to implement that 
system; 

(3) The organization’s quantifiable 
objectives are acceptable. 

(c) HCFA may consider prior similar 
review experience in making 
determinations under paragraph (b) of 
this section. 

9 462.10S Prohibition against contracting 
with health care faculties. 

(a) Except as permitted under 
paragraph (c) of this section, an 
organization which is or is affiliated 
with a health care facility in the PRO 
area or an association of health care 
facilities within the area served by the 
organization, or which would be served 
by the organization if it entered into a 
PRO contract is not eligible for a PRO 
contract. 

(b) An organization is considered 
affiliated with a health care facility or 
association of health care facilities 
under paragraph (a) if it has a governing 
body member, officer, partner, 5 percent 
or more owner, or managing employee 
who is also a governing body member, 
officer, partner. 5 percent or more 
owner, or managing employee in a PRO 
area health care facility or association 
of health care facilities. 

(c) This section does not preclude 
PRO subcontracting of review to a 
health care facility for review or 
services furnished in that facility, 
provided that ultimate responsibility for 
review remains with the PRO. 

$ 462.106 12-4Uk>nth prohibition against 
contracting with payor organizations. 

Payor organizations are not eligible to 
become PROs for the area in which they 
make payments until 12 months from 


October 1.1983. If no PRO contract for 
an area is awarded prior to October 1. 
1984, a payor organization could be 
determined eligible by HCFA. if an 
eligible organization that is not a payor 
organization is unavailable at that time. 
HCFA may determine this unavailability 
based on the lack of response to an 
appropriate RFP. 

} 462.107 PRO contract sward. 

HCFA. in awarding PRO contracts, 
will take the following actions— 

(a) Identify from among all proposals 
submitted in response to an RFP for a 
given PRO area ail proposals submitted 
by organizations that meet the 
requirements of §S 462.102 or 462.103; 

(b) Identify from among all proposals 
identified in paragraph (a) of this section 
all proposals that set forth minimally 
acceptable plans; 

(c) Assign priority to all physician- 
sponsored organizations identified in 
paragraph (b) of this section, consistent 
with statute; and 

(d) Subject to the limitations 
established by SS 462.105 and 462.106; 

(1) Award the contract for the given 
PRO area to the selected organization 
for a period of two years; or 
(2J if during the 12 months following 
the first intended contracting date 
announced by HCFA in the RFP for the 
given PRO area, no minimally 
acceptable proposal was submitted by 
an eligible organization that is not a 
payor organization, sward the contract 
to a payor organization that has 
submitted a minimally acceptable plan. 
However, an award can be made only if 
an eligible organization which is not a 
payor organization continues to be 
unavailable as of the end of this 12- 
month period. If an eligible organization 
which is not a payor organization is 
available at that time it would be 
awarded the contract over a similarly 
qualified payor organization if it submits 
a minimally acceptable plan. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13.773: Medicare Hospital 
Insurance) 

Dated: April 22,1983. 

Carolyne K. Davis. 

Administrator, Health Care Financing 
Administration. 

Approved: April 29.1983. 

Margaret M. Heckler, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc S3~Xt!«S Fllad S-12-S3:14S un] 

BILLING COOC 4120-03^ 41 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERIVCES 

Health Care Financing Administration 

Medicare Program; Utilization and 
Quality Control Peer Review 
Organization (PRO) Area Designations 

agency: Health Care Financing 
Administration (HCFA), HHS. 
action: Notice. 

summary: This document would 
implement a portion of the Peer Review 
Improvement Act of 1982 (Title L 
Subtitle C of the Tax Equity and Fiscal 
Responsibility Act of 1982, Pub. L 97- 
248) that requires the establishment of 
geographic areas throughout the United 
States for the purpose of entering into 
contracts under the PRO program. 

DATE: To assure consideration, 
comments should be submitted by 
September 14,1983. 

address: Address comments in writing 
to: Health Care Financing 
Administration. Department of Health 
and Human Services, Attention: HSQ- 
107-PN. P.O. Box 26676, Baltimore. 
Maryland 21207. 

If you prefer, you may deliver your 
comments to Room 309-G, Hubert H. 
Humphrey Building, 200 Independence 
Ave.. SW.. Washington, D.C., or to 
Room 132, East High Rise Building. 6325 
Security Boulevard, Baltimore. 
Maryland. 

Comments will be available for public 
inspection as they are received, 
beginning approximately three weeks 
after publication, in Room 309-G of the 
Department's offices at 200 
Independence Ave., SW.. Washington. 
D.C. on Monday through Friday of each 
week from 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., (202- 
245-7890). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Anthony J. Tirone. Acting Director, 
Division of Program Operations, Health 
Standards and Quality Bureau. Health 
Care Financing Administration. 1849 
Gwynn Oak Avenue. Baltimore. 
Maryland 21207. telephone (301) 594- 
9208. 

suprlenentary information: 

I. Recent Legislation 

The Peer Review Improvement Act of 
1982 (Title I. Subtitle C of the Tax Equity 
anid Fiscal Responsibility Act of 1982 
(Pub. L. 97-248)) amended Part B of Title 
XI of the Social Security Act (Act) to 
establish the Utilization and Quality 
Control Peer Review Organization 
(PRO) program. Congress originally 
enacted Part B of Title XI in 1972, 
establishing the Professional Standards 
Review Organization (PSRO) program. 


Section y53(a)[2) of the Act requires 
the establishment of geographic areas 
throughout the United States for the 
purpose of entering into contracts for 
PRO review. Proposed regulations 
implementing this provision are 
published elsewhere in this issue of the 
Federal Register. This proposed notice 
states that HCFA will designate 
appropriate PRO areas and from time to 
time, review the area designations and 
revise those that HCFA determines need 
revision. The impact of this notice is 
considered together with the impact of 
the proposed regulation. A discussion is 
found in the impact analysis section of 
thepreamble to the proposed notice. 

Tne statute requires the consolidation 
of existing PSRO areas using the 
following criteria: 

• Each State generally must be 
designated as a geographic area. 

(Section 1153(a)(2)(A) of the Act) 

• The Secretary must establish local 
or regional areas rather than State areas 
only where the volume of review 
activities or other relevant factors (as 
determined by the Secretary) warrant 
establishment of less than Statewide 
areas, and the Secretary determines that 
review activity can be carried out with 
equal or greater efficiency by 
establishing local or regional areas. The 
Secretary, in designating less than 
Statewide areas, must take into account 
the number of Medicare and Medicaid 
hospital admissions within each State. A 
State with less than 180,000 annual 
Medicare and Medicaid admissions 
must be designated as a Statewide area. 
The Secretary cannot establish any local 
or regional areas which have fewer than 
60.000 total annual hospital admissions 
under review (including public and 
private pay patieots) unless the 
Secretary determines that other relevant 
factors warrant the establishment of 
these areas. 

(Section 1153(a)(2)(B) of the Act) 

• Any local or regional area must be a 
self-contained medical service area, 
having a full spectrum of services, 
including medical specialists' services. 
(Section 1153(a)(2)(Q of the Act) 

II. PRO Area Designations 

Based on the provisions of section 
1153(a)(2)(A) we propose to designate 
each State, including the District of 
Columbia, as a separate PRO geographic 
area with the following exceptions. 
Hawaii, together with Guam. American 
Samoa and the Trust Territory of the 
Pacific Islands would be designated as a 
single PRO are. Puerto Rico and the 
Virgin Islands together would also be 
designated as a single PRO ares. 


Statewide area designations are fully in 
accord with the statute and legislative 
history and will provide the highest 
degree of review efficiency and 
effectiveness both to the States and the 
Department. We are proposing the 
single State designations to allow the 
PROs to organize their administrative 
functions in a cost effective manner 
Authority over an entire State by a 
single organization allows for 
administrative efficiencies in date 
collection and processing and for 
uniform application of program criteria 
throughout the State. Statewide PROs 
will also help HCFA make effective use 
of limited resources available for 
contract administration. In lighl of these 
advantages, we believe that there art* no 
compelling reasons to establish smaller 
than Statewide areas in most cases. 
Furthermore, the one organization 
selected as the Statewide PRO would 
still be permitted to subcontract with 
local professional review groups to 
facilitate the most cost effective conduct 
of review. We specifically request 
comments on the role of the 
subcontractors in this process (H.R. Rep. 
No. 97-760,97th Cong.. 2d Sess. 442 
(1982)). 

In addition, over the past few years 
HCFA has reduced the number of 
contracts with Medicare fiscal 
intermediaries from multiple to single 
contracts in several States in order to 
simplify administrative procedures, 
reduce costs and enhance efficiency. 
The implementation of this Statewide 
PRO area designation concept will 
further contribute to these goals by 
simplifying administrative procedures, 
reducing costs of the current peer review 
program and enhancing efficiency, 

While we are proposing that each 
State be a separate area, we are also 
considering the establishment of 
regional PRO areas by including States 
with low numbers of total annual 
hospital admissions under review with 
PRO areas in adjacent States. The 
statute requires that no local or regional 
areas be established which have fewer 
than 60.000 total annual hospital 
admissions under review. This could 
potentially involve, for example, 
including Alaska in the same PRO aren 
with Washington and including other 
States, such as Delaware. Nevada. 
Vermont and Wyoming in PRO areas in 
adjacent States. The number of 
admissions potentially under review in 
these States may be so small as to 
prevent the administrative efficiencies 
sought by the single State designation. 
The inclusion of States with less than 
60.000 total annual hospital admissions 
under review with PRO areas in 
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adjacent States may, therefore, be more 
appropriate. We specifically request 
comments on this proposal, particularly 
the effect such a consolidation would 
have on the efficiency and effectiveness 
of review. 

In summary, each State, including the 
District of Columbia, would be 
designated as a separate Utilization and 
Quality Control Peer Review 
Organization except as provided below: 


(1) Hawaii, together with Guam. 
American Samoa and the Trust Territory 
of the Pacific Islands would be 
designated as a single Utilization and 
Quality Control Peer Review 
Organization area. 

(2) Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands 
together would be designated as a single 
Utilization and Quality Control Peer 
Review Organization area. 


Authority: Title XI Part B, Social Security 
Act: 42 U.S.C. 1320c-l3200-12. Sec. 11G2, * 
Social Security Act 42 U.S.C. 1302 (Catalog of 
Federal Dosmestic Assistance Program No. 
13.773; Medicare Hospital Insurance.) 

Dated: April 22.1983. 

Carolyn K. Davis, 

Administrator. Health Care Financing 
Administration . 

Doc S*-22\77 Filed ft-13-83. *4& «m| 

aiLUwa cooc 4120 - 03-41 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

(Volume 947) 

Determinations by Jurisdictional 
Agencies Under the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978 

Issued: August 9.1963. 

The following notices of 
determination were received from the 
indicated jurisdictional agencies by the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
pursuant to the Natural Gas Policy Act 
of 1978 and 18 CFR 274.104. Negative 
determinations are indicated by a "D” 
before the section code. Estimated 
annual production (PROD) is in million 
cubic feet (MMCF). 


The applications for determination are 
available for inspection except to the 
extent such material is confidential 
under 18 CFR 275.206. at the 
Commission's Division of Public 
Information. Room 1000. 825 North 
Capitol St.. Washington, D.C. Persons 
objecting to any of these determinations 
may, in accordance with 18 CFR 275.203 
and 275.204, file a protest with the 
Commission within fifteen days after 
publication of notice in the Federal 
Register. 

Source data from the Form 121 for this 
and all previous notices is available on 
magnetic tape from the National 
Technical Information Service (NT1S). 
For information, contact Stuart 
Weisman (NTIS) at (703) 487-4808, 5285 
Port Royal Rd., Springfield. Va. 22161. 


Categories within each NGPA section 
are indicated by the following codes: 

Section 102-1: New OCS lease 
102-2: New well (2.5 Mile rule) 

102-3: New well (1000 Ft rule) 

102-4: New onshore reservoir 
102-5: New reservoir on old OCS lease 
Section 107-DP 15.000 feet or deeper 
107-GB: Geopressured brine 
107-CS: Coal Seams 
107-DV: Devonian Shale 
107-PE: Production enhancement 
107-TF: New tight formation 

107- RT: Recompletion tight formation 
Section 108: Stripper well 

106-SA: Seasonally affected 

108- ER: Enhanced recovery 
108-PB; Pressure buildup 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 


JD eo J A OCT 
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ricto name 


VOLUME 947 

prod purchaser 


NEM YORN DEPARTMENT 

OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION 



•BEREA OIL AND GAS CORPORATION 

RECEIVEDi 

07/22/85 JA* NT 



*3*4*04 5200 

310131833* 

103 107- 

TF JOHNSON UNIT 03 

HIl DCAT 

13.0 

-DESERT OAS EXPLORATION CO INC 

RECEIVED* 

07/22/83 JA* NY 



*3*4392 522* 

310131*518 

107-TF 

SMITH UNIT 03 OO 131 

LAKE5H0RE 

*.0 

•3*4300 S231 

310131*045 

107-TF 

VAN OURfcN POINT ASSOC *1 OO 0131 

LAKESHORE 

10.0 

*344301 5220 

310131**27 

107-TF 

ME!1 01 OG 0132 

IAKESM0RE 

10 0 

-LENAPf RESOURCES CORP 


RECEIVED* 

•7/22/83 JA* NT 



*344303 5227 

310511735* 

103 

O 0 ROGERS UNIT 01 IRC 01 SI 

CALEDONIA 

20.0 

*344407 5244 

311211*2*3 

103 107- 

TF 0 K SHEARING UNIT 02 LRC 01*2 

LEICESTER 

20.0 

*344304 5224 

31051173*3 

103 

N A CHAPMAN UNIT «1 LRC 01*0 

UMLEY CORNERS 

20.0 

*344305 3225 

3105117352 

103 

H M STEIN UNIT 01 LRC 1140 

CALEDONIA 

2t. • 

-SMAUNEE EXPLORATION INC 

RECEIVED* 

•7/22/83 JA* NT 



*344397 S23S 

310291*1*4 

107-TF 

TAFT 01 

SRANT 

ISO 

*34*304 5234 

310201*232 

107-TF 

THOMAS 01 

WILDCAT 

IS 0 

*344398 5234 

310291*253 

107-TP 

TOWN PARR 01 

WILDCAT 

IS.I 

-TEMPLETON ENERGY INC 


RECEIVED* 

•7/22/85 JA* NY 



*344404 3259 

3102011730 

103 

FOSS 01 - 01241 

LAKESHORf 

2.7 

*344402 52*1 

310201300* 

103 

FOSS 02 - *1*20 

IAXESHDRE 

*1.3 

*34*405 525* 

31020145*1 

103 

FOSS 03 - 01421 

IAKESH0RE 

2.4 

*34*403 5240 

31020145*2 

103 

FOSS 04 - 01422 

LAKESHORE 

S. 9 

-TRAHAN PETROLEUM INC 


RECE1VEO* 

•7/22'B3 JA* NV 



*34*3B9 5195 

3101318000 

107-TF 

HOTCHKISS 01 

ELLINGTON 

3*0 

-MARNFR BR0TNER5 MEU 

DRILLINO INC 

RECEIVED* 

07/22/85 JA* NY 



*34*401 52*3 

319131704* 

103 

MARION R MIUER 31-0113-170** 

LAKESHOP! 

0.0 

834*399 52** 

310131*113 

103 

RICHARD J MARD 31-013-1*113 

LAKESHORE 

0.0 

*34*401 52*2 

31013170** 

103 

ROBERTA C DICKERSON 03 51-013-170** 

IAKESH0RE 

0.0 

OHIO DEPARTMENT OP NATURAt RESOURCES 





-ALLEGHENY PRODUCERS INC 

RECEIVED: 

•7/20/83 JA* OH 



* 3462B 

3*1272573* 

103 

WOUDYSHEU 03 

CLAYTON 

13.1 

-BUCKEYE OIL PRODUCING 

CO 

RECEIVED* 

07/20/83 JA: OH 



•34*229 

340I32271B 

10* 

DON F • HOISE SHR1MFLIN 01 


1.0 

*5*6230 

3407523877 

103 IB7- 

TF HOLMES COUNTY INFIRMARY 04 

PRAIRIE 

1*0 

-8RASEL • BRASEl 


RECE1VED' 

•7/20/83 JA* OH 



*34*2*2 

3405320809 

107-TF 

BAIRD UNIT 02 

ADOISOM 

l.S 

*34*2*0 

3405320*0* 

107-TF 

BAIRD UNIT 03 

ADDISON 

l.S 

*34*2*1 

340532080* 

107-TF 

BAIRD UNIT 14 

ADDISON 

l.S 

*34*274 

3405320734 

107-TF 

ORAOBURY-OUEEH 02 

ADDISON 

l.S 

*34*275 

3405320735 

107-IP 

BAADBURY-OUfIN 03 

AODISON 

l.S 

*34*27* 

3405320740 

107-TF 

MALLXOAY-AOD!SON 01 

AOOISON 

1.5 

*34*279 

3405320797 

107-TF 

R 0 J CORPORATION 01-0 

CHESHIRE 

l.S 

*346277 

3405320747 

107-TF 

WENDELL BRADBURY IS 

CHESHIRE 

l.S 

*34*27* 

340532074* 

107-TF 

WENDELL BRADBURY •* 

CHESHIRE 

l.S 

-CIV GAS • OIL CO 


RECEIVED* 

•7/20/83 JA» ON 



*34*231 

341*727507 

103 

JEFFREY ASH 11 

MUSKINGUM TUP 

B.O 


MATI0MAL FUEL G»S 
NATIONAL FUEL GAS 
NATIONAL FU£l GAS 

MEM JERSEY NATURA 
NEM JERSEY MATUfA 
NEW JERSEY NATURA 
NtM JERSEY NATURA 

SCO OAS RUEST INC 
SCO OAS QUEST INC 
SCO OAS QUEST INC 

NATIONAL FUEL GAS 
NATIONAL FUEL GAS 
NATIONAL FUEL GAS 
NATIONAL FUEL GAS 

COlimSIA 6AS TRAM 

NATIONAL FUEL OAS 
NATIONAL FUEL GAS 
COLUMBIA GAS IRAN 


NATIONAL OAS I 01 


COLUMBIA 

COLUMBIA 


CAS TRAN 
OAS TRAN 


COLUMBIA 

COLUMBIA 

COLUMBIA 

COLUMBIA 

COLUMBIA 

COLUMBIA 

COLUMBIA 

COLUMBIA 

COLUMBIA 


OAS TRAN 
OAS TRAN 
OAS TRAN 
OAS TRAN 
CAS TRAN 
OAS TRAN 
OAS TRAN 
OAS TRAN 
OAS TRAN 


RIVEN GAS CO 


mujHQ coot Bm-oi-41 
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j} UO JA DAY 


API NO 


o seem seem utu make 


•cm E SMITH PETROLEUM INC 
134*252 341052U90 

-00*6* I ASSOCIATES INC 
134*233 3408924566 

•GWVtl ELECTRIC CO 
134*2 34 
13*6214 
134*155 
-PSD 011 6 
134*237 

-HATFIELD JOHN J 

-j o :«ill inc CO 

13**236 
654*245 
834*242 
134*241 
834*240 
134*244 
134*243 
63442 39 

•20M4 F UIlLIARS 

1344247 
1344244 

•tOHJ* PETROLEUM INC 

1344249 
6344230 

-n I a*€«ATIN6 CO INC 

8344257 
6344254 
8341254 
1344244 
134*250 
8344241 
*»UJ 
8344252 
8344251 
8344253 

-PAS* RESOURCES COUP 
6344255 3400702230 

6344234 3400702226 


3440722200 
3413323050 
3400722215 
GAS COMPANY 

3410521765 


3410523532 

3419522200 
3410522700 
3410522561 
3410522560 
3410522512 
5410522655 
3410522594 
34103224A0 

3410322500 

3410322362 

3405520467 

3405520400 

34075214A3 

3497521466 

3407521474 

3407521560 

3407521574 

34IS72U44 

3414520323 

3414520312 

3414S20326 


•NUlTl 6ASIN INVESTORS 62 


CO 


WYNN 


6346262 
"•murphy on 

134*244 
134 * 2*3 
•«ll B 
134 * 2(6 
1146240 
6344264 
114*247 
• 134*270 
'POI LWERGt INC 
654*273 
634*272 
634*271 


-S4NTA PC Mill IMG CO INC 


3416727443 

3410S2205S 

3410521097 

3416724502 

3416725422 

3416724124 

3416724373 

3414722743 

3405522000 

34055204S3 

3400722165 


•! 4 * 2?6 
634*269 
654*290 
• 34*291 
134*293 
614*292 
6146265 
614*264 
814*264 
814*267 
6146263 

-SNCNGUR 011 6 GAS INC 
6144294 
6144293 
•STRATA CORP 

■54*294 3400022654 

-IN* MUTUAL 011 6 OAS COMPANY 
8546265 .3411122005 

-TOkHER PETROLEUM CO 

61**297 

•VIKINO RESOURCES CORP 

614*291 
614*290 

-V9K0CO CO 

614*111 
814*1*9 


3414724663 

3416725444 

3416724772 

3414727260 

3416727404 

3414727314 

3412122740 

3412122444 

3412122750 

3412122747 

3412122463 

3412122966 

3412122004 


3412121657 


3406520433 

3406520434 


3411522711 
3411522732 . 

■OUAHOfU^CORPONATION COMMISSION 


RECEIVED* 

108 

RECEIVED* 

103 

PECEIVED* 
103 107 

103 107 

103 107 

RECEIVED* 
108 

RECEIVED* 

103 

RECEIVED* 

107-DV 

107-DV 

107-DV 

107-DV 

107-DV 

107-DV 

107-TF 

107-OV 

RECEIVED* 

1C3 

103 

RECEIVED* 

107-TF 

107-TF 

RECEIVED* 

106 

106 

108 

106 

106 

106 

RECEIVED* 

107-DV 

107-DV 

107-DV 

RECEIVED* 

107-TF 

107-TF 

RECEIVED* 

103 

RECEIVED* 

106 

106 

RECEIVED* 

108 

K06 

106 

106 

103 

RECEIVED* 
103 107- 

103 107- 

103 107 

RECEIVED* 
107-DV 
107-DV 
107-DV 
107-DV 
107-DV 
107-DV 
107-DV 
107-DV 
107-DV 
107-DV 
107-DV 
RECEIVED* 
107-DV 
107-DV 
RECEIVED* 
107-TF 
RECCIVEO* 
107-DV 
RECEIVEO* 
106 

RECEIVED* 
103 107- 

105 107- 

RECEIVED* 
107-TF 
107-TF 


07/20/83 JA* OH 

HAROLD COWOERY 1155 
07/20/83 JA* OH 

lUCIllE ElllS 01 KV-4S 

07/20/83 JA* OH 

TF G0A2I0U 03 
TF SINGLETON UNIT 01 
TF TUNAS2 14 


07/20/83 
TITUS II 
07/20/63 
UFRIZ 01 
07/20/83 


JA* ON 
JA* OH 


JA* OM 
CLARENCE PRICE II 
GENE YOST II 
GEORGE I CHARLES PRICE II 
GEO A MARY PRICE I GAYIE PRICe 01 
GEORGE E SELLERS «1 
HOMER • SHIRLEY BEIT 01 
J 0 8 ROBERTA O'BRIEN 10 
R 8 N CAMPBELL - F PROFFITT 01 
07/20/63 JA* OH 

MIL LI AMS/PAUL It AtESIC£ 02 
HI HI AM S/PA Ul H A*. ESI EE 03 
07/20/61 JA* OH 

N IUXENBERO 04 
J ORUNO 01 
07/20/83 JA* OH 

A IROYER 01 
F MILLER U 01 
H CREIGHTON 12 
K HUPRICH U 01 
M TROYER U 07 
W STEINEOREY U 02 
07/20/81 JA* OH 

CLARENCE I NORMA Mill!AMS 01 
PAUL I DAVID ADAMS 12 
RONALD 6 SUE LEBRUN 01 
07/20/63 JA* OH 

U 1 UMA |I 

TMGMASSOH-PAGE UNIT II 
•7/20/83 JA* OH 
0 F R TR AM-WE DDL f 01 
07/20/63 JA* OH 
DOWN1E 01 
SMITH 01 

•7/20/63 JA* ON 
CARVER 01 
FIELDS 01 
J WENTZ II 
N WYNN 01 
N WYNN 14 

07/20/61 JA* OH 
TF CATICCHIO ICG1 
TF FIAD UNIT II 
IF W MILLER ICG-3 
17/21/63 JA* OH 
ABICHT/PALMER 01 
AOICHT/PALMER 02 
ALMA COCHRAN 01 
DARLENE RANKIN 01 
DARLENE RANKIN 12 
DONALD MORRIS 12 
EDWIN PEPFEl 04 
II22IC MITCHELL 11 
LIZZIE MITCHELL #2 
ZELL A GREEN (HEIRS) 02 
ZELLA GREEN 01 (HEIRS) 

07/20/83 JA* OH 
GEOROE TOMCHO 03 
RICHARD MIHYO 01 
07/20/61 JA* ON 
HCFF 01 

07/20/61 JA* OH 
RUBEl 05M 
07/20/83 JA* OH 
( MILLER 02 J-43 
07/20/83 JA* OH 
TF ADAMS 0) 

TF ADAMS 12 
07/20/61 JAi OH 
J R WILSON 010-1 
JAMES I PATRICIA ORANHON 08-1 


AHCCO PRODUCTION CO 

2*776 3501730013 

‘ANADARKO PRODUCT ION COMPANY 

2ms 3500321024 

I 2 *** 3504721412 

3500321037 

*£*;**« OIL A GAS INC 

. {J44414 22036 3500322563 

61**443 22925 3509172563 

wSStlOM COMPi” 

***** 3503020430 

11R9EIT OIL CO 

JfttJJi «»»l 551230.0.. 

.f. 1 ** 5 '*,?*»»• 351232233. 

UK.WHU CNEtGT INC 


•3*4534 

6144520 


23070 

23035 


3510020472 
3301722430 


RECEIVED* 

107-PE 

RECEIVED! 

103 

108 

103 

103 

RECEIVED* 

103 

103 

RECEIVED* 

102-2 

RECEIVED! 

103 

103 

RECEIVED! 

103 

103 


07/22/85 JA* OK 

STEAMSON CAS OMIT •O'* 01 
07/22/63 JA* OK 

BASSETT A 2-7 
BRECKENffIDGE "A- 1-2 
MCEACHERN 2-32 
TUCKER A 2-11 
07/22/63 JA* OR 

LONG 2-20 
ROGERS 1-28 


01 


JA* OK 


07/22/81 
WRIGHT 
07/22/63 
MEEKS 01 
MEEKS 02 
07/22/83 
LAMBERT 01 
SCHOOL LAND 02 


JA* OK 


JA* OK 


FIELD NAME 

PROD 

PURCHASER 

* ,r * 

— — 

--------- 


4.4 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

NEWTON 

12.0 

COLUMBIA OAS TRAN 

CHERRY VALLEY 

20.0 

EAST OHIO OAS CO 

RAVENNA 

30.• 

EAST OHIO OAS CO 

COLEORGOK 

20.0 

EAST OHIO OAS CO 


0.0 

COLUMBIA CAS TRAN 

IAUGHMAH 

15.0 


LEBANON 

M 

COLUMBIA OAS TRAN 

SUTTON 

7.0 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

OtIVE 

8 0 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

OLIVE 

9.0 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

LEBANON 

6.0 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

LEBANON 

4.0 

COLUMBIA GAS IRAN 

SALISBURY 

7.0 

COLUMBIA GAS IRAN 

SUTTON 

6.0 

COLUMBIA GAS IRAN 

BRUNSWICK 

3.5 

COLUMBIA CAS TRAN 

BRUNSWICK 

16.0 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

BURTON 

36 0 

YANKEE RESOURCES 

CLAIRDON 

24.0 

EAST OHIO GAS CO 


0.0 

RESOURCE EXPLORAT 


0.0 

RESOURCE EXPLORAT 


0.0 

RESOURCE fXPlOPAT 


0 1 

RESOURCE EXPLORAT 


0 0 

RESOURCE EXPLORAT 


0 0 

RESOURCE EXPLORAT 

MADISON 

0.7 


MADISON 

0.7 


MADISON 

0.5 


KINGSVILLE 

30.0 

EAST OHIO GAS CO 

KINGSVILLE 

30.0 

EAST OHIO OAS CO 

WARREN 

15.0 

RIVER GAS CO 

SUTTON 

3.7 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

SUTTON 

5.0 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 


0.0 

GAS TRANSPORT tNC 


3.3 

GAS TRANSPORT INC 


3.3 

GAS TRANSPORT INC 


2.0 

GAS TRANSPORT INC 

WARREN 

2.3 

RIVER GAS CO 

ORWELL 

43.0 


BAINBRIDOE 

32.0 


ROME 

35.1 


SALEM 

30. t 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

SALEM 

30.0 

COLUMltA GAS TRAN 

KURIL1US 

30.t 

COLUMBIA CAS TRAN 

SALEM 

30.0 

COLUMBIA GAS IRAN 

SALEM 

50.0 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

LIBERTY 

50.0 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

JEfrt?SON 

30.6 

COLUMBIA OAS TRAN 

JEFFERSON 

50.0 

COLUMBIA OAS TRAN 

JEFFERSON 

50.0 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

JEFFERSON 

50.0 

COLOMBIA GAS TRAN 

JEFFERSON 

50.0 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

NOBLE 

12.0. 


NOBLE 

12.0 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

ROME 

15.0 


SUMMIT 

3.2 



II 


PERRY 

30.0 


PERRY 

30.0 


RINGGOLD 

18.0 

COLOMBIA GAS TRAN 

RINGGOLD 

25.0 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

CALUMET 

40.0 

OKLAHOMA OAS 1 Cl 

LAMBERT S E 

09.0 

PIONEER OAS PRODU 

KREMLIN EAST 

AO 

FARMLAND INDUSTR! 

LAMBERT SC 

40.0 

PIONEER GAS PRODU 

LAMBERT SE 

150.0 

PIONEER GAS PRODU 

HE CHESTER 

150.1 

PHILLIPS PETROL EU 

NE CHESTER 

350.0 

PANHANDLE EASTERN 

WEATHERFORO 

75.0 

ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 

SYNC 

0.0 

ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 

BY NO 

0.0 

ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 


100.0 CONOCO INC 
270.0 PHILLIPS PETROLED 
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JO MO JA DKT 


API MO 


0 SCCCI) S€C(2> WELL MAKE 


-Bocrtf on co 

*1*4354 2275* 

-BOGCRT on CO 
53*452* 23429 

-BOLLINGER Oil CO 
55*4522 23997 

-BOSWELL ENERGY CORP 
81*4594 22*45 

-BROWN 4 BOSCllI IMC 
8344342 2104* 

-BUD MARKS on CO IMC 
85*4*4* 22**3 

55*4*77 22**2 _.H 

-CHAMPION 0*10 I DEVELOPMENT CO 
53*44*4 22*51 3*97378543 

-CMA.NPUN PETROLEUM COMPANY 
83*435* 2255* 3509599089 

-CHEROKEE RESOURCE management 
5344**5 22*4* 350812173* 

•cum 5 CRY ICC COMPANY 
83*4352 23395 3594128574 

*3*43** 2145* 3508720455 

-CITIES SERVICE COMPANY 


358*3225*0 

3597323485 


3513122871 

3598121439 


3597323418 


3593790009 

3593790099 


83*4*30 2130* 

83*4*31 21318 

83*4*32 21311 

-ClAt* RESOURCES INC 
83*4383 207*3 

-ClARK RESOURCES INC 
81*459* 1*732 

•CONOCO IMC 
83*4584 22*23 


359*12959* 

350*120*7* 

350*120*7* 

3507323434 

350*723022 


-CROUCH PCIROlEUM COMPANY 


350*322437 


83*4374 

83*4385 

83*4388 

83*4387 

83*4384 

83*4372 

83*438* 

83*437* 

83*4375 

83*4373 


20833 

20825 

20828 

20827 

20824 

2882* 

2882* 

20831 

20832 
20830 


RECEIVED' 07/21/83 JA» OK 
103 CORNELSOM 91-8 

RECEIVED 1 87/22/83 JA' OK 
103 HOMMEOOW 81-22 

RECEIVED' 87/22/83 JA* OK 
108 REESE (NORTH) 92 

RECEIVED* 07/22/83 JA' OK 
193 RUTTER 01-* 

RECEIVED' 87/21/83 JA' OK 
103 8UH 15 92 

RECEIVED 1 97/22/83 JA' OK 
108 jortAC 81 

108 TURNER 91 

RECEIVED' 97/22/83 JA' OK 

103 GIAZ1ER 91 

RECEtVEO' 97/21/83 JA> OK 

108 JVA WOODS 92 

RECEIVED' 07/22/83 JA* OK 

103 ETHRIDGE 01-* 

RECEIVED* 07/21/83 JA* OK 

102-2 MASON A 91 

193 5CH0KWA10 C-l 

RECEIVED' 97/22/83 JA* OK 

102-2 ADDINGTON A 91 

102-2 MIXOH A 91 CBOOCH) 

192-2 NIXON A 91 (CROMWELL) 

RECEIVED* 97/21/83 JA' OK 

103 WOODRUFF 2*-l 

RECEIVED? 07/22/83 JA' OK 

193 BISON 2*-l 

RECEIVED* 07/22/83 JA' OK 

193 UOOOR1MO “30- 92 

RECEIVED* 


-CZAR RESOURCES INC 
83*4*24 239*3 

-DIO 045 I on CO 
83*4318 2124* 

-D • J Oil COMPANY 
83*4*3* 2285* 

-D-l ENERGY INC 
83*4347 22*7* 

:-DECK Oil CO 
83*4307 *334 

-DEM OPERATIONS 
83*4*33 21572 

-DIB ENERGY CORP 


3505500080 

108 

BURCHAM 02 055-53*4**1 

3585520*28 

108 

BYROM 91-C 955-54*** 

3505520*42 

108 

BYROM 02 C-35 AKA BYROM 92-C 

350552011* 

188 

HOOD 91 

3505520*4* 

108 

KURTEN 91 955-528*8 

3505520*45 

108 

Rims 92-C 055-5**28 

35055200** 

108 

SIAM 91 

3505500009 

108 

THARP 91 955-53*83 

3505500000 

198 

THARP B2 855-53*43-1 

3505500000 

108 

THARP 9* 055-53*43-2 


350272845* 

3511*22045 


>511*22188 

3503*207*3 


350250203* 

3505320*83 


RECEIVED* 

103 

RECEIVED* 

102-2 

RECEIVED* 

103 

RECEIVED* 

103 

RECEIVED* 

108-ER 

RECEIVED* 

103 

RECEIVED* 


fi5*434* 

21135 

35017223*2 

103 

ELLEN 017-8 

-DOME PETROLEUM CORP 


RECEIVED' 

•7/21/83 

JA' 

83*631* 

2127* 

350*321*6* 

102-2 

NARREl 

19-7 

-DOME PETROLEUM CORP 


RECEIVED* 

•7/22/83 

JA' 

83*4*35 

22*45 

>309322*0* 

103 

NEUFELD 

1-13 

-DON J ICEMAN 


RECEIVED* 

07/22/83 

JA' 

8S48S2J 

23 0** 

350**2203* 

103 

PHARAOH 

• 10-3 

-EAGLE MINERALS INC. 


RECEIVED' 

•7/21/83 

JA' 

83*63*7 

21127 

>510721332 

102-* 

JETER »1 

-EAGLE 0X1 CO 


RECEIVED' 

07/22/83 

JA* 

83*6*88 

20807 

3310721351 

102-4 

U ROBERTS 91 

83*4*93 

21*01 

3510721372 

102-* 

YAROEE 

• 1 

-ED LANDERS 


RECEIVED 1 

97/21/83 

JA' 

83*43*8 

K144I 

3598100000 

103 

HOPKINS 

• 1 

83*4331 

21445 

3308100000 

103 

SHIRLEY 

• 1 

-EL PASO 

N4IUR41 GAS ' 

COMPANY 

RECEIVED 1 

97/22/83 

JA* 

8344**8 

1*132 

3309*29130 

198-PI 

PUCKETT 

A 02 

83*452* 

23233 

3500*3555* 

108-P8 

PUCKETT 

C 91 

-ENERGY EXPLORATION 4 

PRODUCTION INC RECEIVED 1 

97/21/83 

JA 1 

83*4325 

21251 

351052523# 

1B2-2 

LOWRY - 

6-7 

83*4324 

21250 

35105252*0 

102-2 

LOWRY - 

A-6 

83*432* 

21252 

3510525*53 

102-2 

LOWRY - 

A-* 

83*4323 

21253 

3510525*83 

102-2 

LOWRY - 

B-2 

83*4322 

2125* 

3510525*84 

102-2 

LOWRY - 

8-3 

83*4321 

21255 

3518525*87 

102-2 

LOWRY - 

• -* 

83*4320 

21256 

3510325**0 

102-2 

LOWRY - 

8-7 

83*431* 

21257 

3310525*71 

102-2 

LOWRY - 

8-8 

-EMERGT RESOURCES LTD 


RECEIVED 1 

97/22/83 

JA 1 

83*6516 

23072 

330*723104 

103 

ANDERSON 21-1 

-F C D OIL CORP 


RECEXVEO* 

•7/21/83 

JA > 

83*63*5 

1*87* 

330*3223** 

103 

MCKEE 1 

-17 

-FALCON PETROLEUM COMPANY 

RECEIVED 1 

•7/22/83 

JA' 

83*6537 

2308* 

3300722367 

103 

STATE PUGH 91 

-PUNK EXPLORATION INC 


RECEIVED' 

97/22/83 

JA' 

8346**3 

21*0* 

35007220*0 

102-4 

AHfcN •? 


83*6*4* 

21*11 

3313*216** 

102-4 

Cl R T RUDE 91 

•G M G OIL 8 GAS CORP 


RECEIVED 

•7/21/83 

JA' 

83*4357 

22382 

3511127102 

108 

BRUNER-t!SHOP 

83*4358 

22573 

>511120*04 

106 

GORDON I 

• 1 

-GEORGE RODMAN INC 


RECEIVED* 

•7/22/81 

JA* 

83*4502 

22628 

350**22010 

103 

IEN CASON 11 

-GETTY OIL COMPANY 


RECEIVED* 

07/21/83 

JA' 

83*4380 

23850 

391372332* 

103 

SEL8Y 949 


07/22/83 JAi OK 

MORAVA “C* #1 
07/21/83 JA' OK 

RANCH ACRES 01 (OTC 01l*-77«03) 
•7/22/83 JA* OK 

lII11 AH 1-2 
•7/21/83 JA* OK 

K1KER 91-3 
•7/21/83 JA' OK 

HANES TRUST 91A 
•7/22/83 JA' OK 

HUEGGE 93 
•7/21/83 JA< OK 

OK 

OK 

OK 


OK 


OK 


-GRACE PETROLEUM CORPORA!IOM RECEIVED* 

83*4359 21*80 3512*2981* 192-2 

-GRACE PETROLEUM CORPORATION RECEIVED* 

83*4*22 2124* 3512*20813 192-2 

83*4598 2**1* >591521*1* 187-DP 


•7/21/83 JA' OK 

BROUN 1-1* 
•7/22/83 JA' OK 

CARREL 1-11 
FtOY COX 1-21 


TIELD NAME 

PROD 

PURCHASER 

SOONER TRENO 

75. • 

PHILLIPS PfTROlB 

SOONER TRENO 

45.• PHILLIPS PltRoia 

NORTHEAST TALALA AREA 

5 9 

DIAMONO *S* GA3 s 


0.9 

KERR-MCOEE CORP 

SOONER TREND 

29.9 

EXXON CO USA 


9.9 

ARCO OIL 1 GA3 C9 


6.9 

ARCO OIL • GA3 CO 


209.8 

PHILLIPS PETIOLE! 

E CHANEY DELI 

3 0 

CMAMPLIH PETROL 

STROUD PRUE 

109.9 

ALLIED MATERIALS 

6ROQKEN 

83.9 

UNITED OA3 PIPEil 

OOLOEM TREND (BRADLEY 

133.9 

WARREN PETROL*-JM 

SU TEXANMA 

*0.4 


SU UXANMA 

51.4 


SU TCXANNA 

4.* 


SOONER TRENO 

29.• PHILLIP5 PETROLED 

SOONER TREND 

390.9 

PHILLIPS PETROLED 

SEIIING 

27.9 

OEiHI GAS PIPEIITI 

•lOOMlMGTOM 

J.S 

DAMSON OIL CORP 

BLOOMINGTON 

0.5 

DAMSON OIL CORP 

GRANITE WASH 

0.0 

DAMSON OIL CORP 

BLOOMINGTON 

1 .0 

DAMSON OIL CORP 

BLOOMINGTON 

1.9 

DAMSON OIL CORP 

■lOOMINOTON 

4.9 

DAMSON OIL CORP 

BLOOMINGTON 

1.0 

DAMSON OIL CORP 

BLOOMINGTON 

1.9 

DAMSON OIL CORP 

BLOOMINGTON 

0.5 

DAMSON OIL CCRP 

BLOOMINGTON 

3.9 

DAMSON OIL CORP 

3 WILL ROGERS AIRPORT 

182.0 

MOBIL OIL CORP 

N M STILLWATER AIRPOR 

1.5 

ARCO OIL 1 GA3 CO 

WEST CUSHING 

2*.2 

SUH GAS TRAN3MI33 

SOUTHWEST BUTLER 

509.9 

TRANS-WESTER* PIP 

KEYS FORMATION 

9.9 

PANHANDLE CAS1 EM 


35.9 

FARMLAND IMDUSTRI 

SOONER TREND 

73.9 

PHILLIPS PETROL1V 

NORTH ANGORA 

0.0 


FAIRVIEM 

402.5 

TRANSOK PIPE LINE 

NORTHEAST ANTIOCH 

70 0 

WARREN PETROl EUN 


0.9 

TRANSOK PIPE lll*t 


18> 

SWAB CORP 

PAPOOSE 

110.9 

TRANSOK PIPClIRC 

SOUTH STROUD FIELO 

2*. • 

MERIDIAN ENERGY t 

SOUTH STROUD FIELD 

24.0 

MERIDIAN ENERGY 1 

BROWN DOLOMITE 

• .» 

EL PASO NATURAL 0 

ERICK SOUTH - BROWN 0 

21 0 

EL PASO NATURAL 0 

LOWRY RANCH 

To 8 

R E H INDUSTRIES 

LOWRY RANCH 

10 8 

R E H INDUSTRIES 

LOWRY RANCH 

10 6 

R E H INDUSTRIES 

lOURY RANCH 

7.2 

R E H INDUSTRIES 

IOURY RANCH 

l*. 4 

R E H INDUSTRIES 

LOWRY RANCH 

I*.4 

R ( H INDUSTRIES 

LOWRY RANCH 

u a 

R E H INDUSTRIES 

LOWRY RANCH 

26.6 

R E H INDUSTRIES 


38 0 

UNION TEXAS PCTRO 

N W FAXRVIEW 

21* 0 

PHILLIPS PETROLEV 

LOWER MORROW 

Sl.S 

PHILLIPS PETROL EU 

ORCfMOUGN 

400.8 

WESTERN IHTERSTAT 


0.8 

PANHANDLE EAST EM 

NATO*A 

10.S 

PHILLIPS PETROlfO 

SCNULTER 

u.o 

PHILLIPS PEIROLEU 

BRADLEY POOL 

11*.S WARREN PETROLEUM 

SMO-VEL-TUM 

255.9 

OKLAHOMA NATURAL 

WEST STROHG 

9.0 

El PASO NATURAL 0 

WEST STROHG 

0.0 

d PASO NATURAL 6 

SICKLES EXTENSION 

489.9 
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J9 90 

JA OKI 

API NO 

D SECC1) SECC2) WELL NAME 


FIELD NAME 

PROD 

PURCHASER 

1364689 

21181 

1512920812 

102-2 

MIL9A l-ll 


WEST STRONG 

9.0 

EL PASO NATURAL G 

1366629 

22079 

1515120C02 

138 

PARKCR 1-19 


N f LOOKOUT 

9.0 

NORTHERN NATURAL 

-CULf Oil 

CORPORATION 


RECEIVED: 

07/21/81 JA* 

OK 




6364 3.’ 1 

21002 

1308700900 

199 

PLASTER 11 


PAYNE NORTH (HUNTON) 

12.0 

WARREN PETROLEUM 

1364 389 

21001 

1508730000 

1C« 

PRATT/C/INDIAN 01 

CR1NER LNUMTQN) 

1ft. 9 

WARREN PETROLEUM 

•WIT OIL 

COXPORAllON 


RECEIVEO: 

07/22/81 JA* 

OK 




1364619 

25001 

1508700000 

108 

Mills 01 


CRINER IHUHTOH) 

9.0 

WARREN PETROLEUM 

1364669 

19547 

1515150001 

ua-ct 

RIXROAT 01 


OAKDALE NORTH CCNEROK 

21.0 

MICHIGAN klSCONS1 

•H 0 1 0 

INC 


RECEIVEO* 

07/22/81 JA* 

OK 




81666BS 

20347 

1515121274 

102-4 

CLARK 01-19 



9.0 

northern natural 

13*6687 

291S9 

1502520494 

102-4 

GGWOY 01-15 



9.9 

panhandle eastern 

#346684 

29149 

1502520495 

1C2-4 

5HARP 01-13 



9.9 

PAMMAMDIE EASTERN 

-HARPER OIL COMPANY 


RECEIVED* 

07/22/81 JA* 

OK 




1366437 

22601 

1590121015 

m 

RUTH 02 


S E LAMBERT 

292.9 

PIONEER GAS PROOO 

•fcAUKlKS 

OIL 1 OAS INC 


RECEIVED* 

97/22/ftl JA* 

OK 




1364460 

22661 

1504521112 

101 

HARRELL 91-19 

L 

W CARMAGO 

1497.9 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

•HEARTLAND EXPLORATION 

INC 

RECElVfO* 

97/22/ftl JA > 

0« 




1364624 

22994 

1504922091 

101 

DRUMMOND 91-4 


EAST WHITE HEAD 

IS.9 


•HIAWATHA OIL CO INC 


RECEIVED* 

97/21/ftl JA* 

OK 




1364111 

21134 

1504921640 

102-4 

HARR ILL 91 



9.9 


•lllCl l*E 

PRODUCTION CO 


RECEIVEO* 

97/22/ftl JA* 

OK 




#564474 

22999 

1501724589 

101 

MCGUIRE 02-A 


MOUNDS 

149.0 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

•ItfJ CORP 


RECEIVED* 

97/21/ftl JA* 

OK 




#144142 

22965 

1504521121 

101 

URSURA ftREWER 

91 

NORTH FARGO 

9.0 


•JIMS C 

MEADE 


RECEIVED* 

97/21/ftl JA* 

OK 




#14434! 

21977 

1504521041 

102-4 

EftERLY 6 MEADE TYSON 11-14 

WILDCAT 

145.9 


-JIMS C 

MEAOE 


RECEIVED* 

97/22/ftl JA* 

OK 




#344419 

19212 

3512120442 

108 

E6ERLY 1 MEADE LAKE 92-5 

S E REAMS 

9.0 

SWAI CORP 


-JEFFFPSON-WIllIAHS ENERGY CORP RECEIVED* 

2 1025 191 

«3S6 S2S 21024 151912U54 191 

•JIT Oil COMPANY RECEIVED* 

4JAi5?4 21017 1904721145 191 

4146515 25049 1507321497 101 

•JOSEPH • SINQEt EXPLORATION CO RECEIVED: 

8144471 22992 S510920451 191 

•I*I5IP -FRANC 15 011 COMPANY RECEIVED- 

8346352 21294 1501521111 102*4 101 

8144314 21891 1502529550 191 

-UISE* FRANCIS Oil COMPANY RECEIVED* 

8146521 21094 1500320794 10ft 

8346518 21091 3509300909 19ft 

_ 33*6519 23042 1509321481 10ft 

8.U6570 21091 1509100000 10ft 

-UtKlOY I MITCHEll INC RECEXVEO* 

8346544 14429 1505929949 102-4 

8346327 21249 1515121194 192-4 

-l I J Oil I GAS INC RECEIVED* 

83*6317 22949 1597122157 191 

-l C killIANS Oil COMPANY INC RECEIVED* 


. #546343 

19145 

1S09122M4 

191 

.-l At-NIC 

PETROLEUM INC 


RECEIVED* 

•146457 

229«9 

1510521288 

19! 

-LOUIS KANAN 


RECEIVEO* 

8146459 

.',•8.4 

1504721144 

101 

-l«F CORP 


RECEIVED* 

834664ft 

! 11 • 4 

1505121117 

101 

.-MAJOR OIL CORP 


RECEIVED* 

’ 8346499 

22221 

1500122547 

101 

•FURYHAC 

CO 


RECEIVED* 

834652ft 

2I22S 

1508529519 

102-4 

-mckinny 

ENERGY LTD 


RECEIVED* 

8346421 

29719 

1511922194 

101 

*“9IU OIL CORP 


RECEIVED* 

#346171 

21037 

1511999099 

101 

*"0811 OIL CORP 


RECEIVED* 

8346519 

21014 

1513909009 

101 


-PJRCHI50N Oil t OAS INC 
8346301 18989 1594221744 

-FUT0MA8 NORTH AMERICA INC 
8146329 21151 1599929479 

•R6VAJO EXPLORATION 
8346355 22404 1505321907 

-*OVA energy corporation 
8146428 21285 1501521209 

-0NEOR EXPLORATION CO 
8346334 22044 1504721114 

■PfTt0 INVESTMENTS INC 
J16647 § 1152ft 1510700000 

phro cnergy exploration INC 
8146168 22448 1504773141 

-PETRO-ENCRGY EXPLORATION INC 
M64425 22447 1505120991 

JcJii 5 ! 28274 351512025ft 

•JETROIIA Of 111IMG CORP 
*344497 22U7 1507320442 

{JJ 444 ® 22184 1509320175 

J*;‘*J* 22184 1507120524 

•PHILLIPS PETROLEUM COMPANY 
•J 44 ?” «327 1511921492 

*?Ul!PS PETROLEUM COMPANY 

22442 1501121747 

-SJJii?! 14444 1501722119 

RESOURCES LTD 

- *366565 21244 

8364164 21247 

tc *°<*C€S ITO 
8346441 21249 

8346460 21248 

JU1NCY 0 STEVENS 

83*4540 22844 

*'44134 22842 

- *346541 22845 


3304722734 

150472277ft 


1504722705 

3504722954 


* R EXPLORATION CO INC 


1511700000 

1511720514 

151172144ft 


RECEIVED* 

102-4 

RECEIVED* 

102-f 

RECEIVED* 

101 

RECEIVED* 
102-4 101 

RECEIVED* 
101 

RECEIVED* 

10ft 

RECEIVED* 

101 

RECEIVED* 

191 

lOft-ER 

RECEIVED* 

10ft 

10ft 

10ft 

RECEIVEO* 

101 

RFCEIVED* 

101 

111 

RECEIVED* 

192-4 

102-4 

RECEIVED* 

102-4 

102-4 

RECEIVED* 

101 

101 

191 

RECEIVED* 


OK 


OK 


07/22/ftl JA' OK 

8ETTV REEDS 91 
MAY IAU 01 
97/22/ft! JA* 

FORTNEY 91 
SIE8ER 91 
97/22/ftl JA* 

SINGER 91-19 
97/21/ftl JA* OK 

DillARO 91 
TWOMOtV 92-11 
97/22/ftl JA* OK 
KERNS 92 
KOENN 91 
OAKIEY 02 
5MUEY 02 

97/21/81 JA* OK 
IRENE 011-482 
VREEIANO 078-444-2 
07/21/81 JA* OK 
VtlHAUER 01 
97/21/ftl JA* OK 
COPPOCK tt-1 
07/22/ftl JA* 
ENAMUE150N 01 
97/22/ftl JA * 
l E TEFFT OONE 
97/22/ftl JA* OK 
R08ERTS II 
97/22/ftl JA* OK 
RAT2LAPF 17-3 ITO 


OK 

OK 


JA* OK 
JA* OK 


07/71/81 
TUCKER 01 
97/22/ftl 
LAfON 02 

97/21/ftl JA* OK 

HOUGH MORROW ~A" UNIT WELL 944 
97/72/ftl JA* OK 

HOUGH MORROW *A" UNIT WELL 947 
97/21/ftl JA* OK 

LONG 01 

97/21/ftl JA* OK 

THURMOND 92-21 
97/21/ftl JA* OK 

IDA A-l 

97/22/ftl JA* OK 

EDNA 91-19 
97/21/ftl JA* OK 

MURPHY 01 
97/22/83 JA* OK 

ALTA -C* 94 
•7/21/ftl JA* OK 

NELSON 11-11 
97/22/81 JA* OK 

IACY-SU5AN 92-11 
REGATE 92-1 
97/22/81 JA* OK 

MIXON 012-1 
NEllIE-TEFFT 021-1 
THRASHER 012-1 


JA* OK 

JA* OK 

A 01 
A 02 
JA* OK 


07/21/81 
RKOAD 01 
07/22/01 
GUI II AN 
HUPKAGEl 
07/21/ftl 
IVIN 12 
1VEN 1 < AO 9201 ) 
07/22/ftl JA* OK 

1VEN 01 

IVEN 4 C A99294) 
97/21/61 JA* OK 

ELLINGTON 01 
RYAN II 
RYAN OS 

07/22/ftl JA* OK 


POORFARM SOUTHEAST 
LONE ELM NORTHWEST 


HAYWARD PROSPECT 
WEST LOVEll 


WATONGA TREND 
N E SAMPSON 

SOUTHEAST ALINE 
RINGUOOD 
W RINCWOOD 
NORTHEAST CEOAROALE 


SOONER TREND 

RINGUOOD 

IMAWUELSOH 

INIo northeast 

GOLDEN TREND 
MENO 

NORTH PIKE 
ORLANOO 
POSTLE 
POSTLE 

SE LOVE SCHOOL 

POND CREEK 

NORTHWEST ELK HORN 

IY0HS-9UINH 

EAST LAMONT 

EAST LAMONT 
S C FAIRVAHEY 

SOONER TREND 
SOONER TREND 
SOONER TREND 

GUVMON S - OSWEGO 

S OMEGA 

N CONCHO 

EAST KREMLIN 
EAST KREMWN 

EAST KREMLIN 
EAST KREMLIN 

MARAMAC 

MARAMEC 

MARAMEC 


19.1 

79.9 


24.9 

11.9 


OSAGE OIL I TRANS 
AMINOXL USA INC 


EASON OIL CO 
EASON OIL CO 


9.9 CMAMPIIN PETROLEU 


1900.9 

117.9 

17.9 

11.9 

11.9 

14.9 

159.9 

190.9 

1.9 

1.9 

28.9 
41-1 

150.9 
75.0 
75.0 

9.0 

9.9 
It 

14.9 
450.0 
210.0 

9.0 

29.0 

2.0 

9.0 

9 0 
9.1 

7.0 

5.0 

15.0 


HICHXGAH-MI5CONS! 
PANHANOLE EASTERN 

UNION TFXAS PETRO 
UNION TEXAS PETRO 
PANHANDLE EASTERN 
MICHIGAN WISCONS! 

NORTHERN NATURAL 
NORTHERN NATURAL 

NORTHWEST CENTRAL 

PANHANDLE EASTERN 

ARCO OIL 9 GAS CO 

GRACE PETROLEUM C 

TRANSOC PIPELINE 

PIONEER GAS PRODU 

AMINOII USA INC 

EASON Oil CO 

PANHANDLE EASTERN 

PANHANDLE EASTERN 

WARREN PETROLEUM 

EL PASO NATURAL G 

FARMLAND 1HOUSTRI 

TRANSOK PIPE LINE 

ARCO OIL A GAS CO 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

UNION TEXAS PETRO 

FARMLANO IHDUSTtl 
PANHANDLE EASTERN 

NORTHWEST CENTRAL 
NCR1HWEST CENTRAL 
NORTHWEST CENTRAL 


9.0 PANHANDLE EASTERN 


9.9 

9.9 

99.9 

90.9 

99.9 
99.9 

721.2 

349.4 

668.4 


PANHANDLE EASTERN 
DELHI GAS PXPEIIH 

FARMLAND INDUSTRI 
FARMLAND INDUSTRI 

FARMLAND INDUSTRI 
FARMLAND INDUSTRI 

PHILLIPS PET CO 
PHILLIPS PET CO 
PHILLIPS PETROLEU 
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JO NO J A DKT 

API NO 0 

SECCI) SECT 2) WELL NAME 

FIELD NAME 

PROD 

8346465 21418 

3583421477 

102-7 

BRITTON 01-78 


125.• 

-RED FACIE OU CO 


RECEIVED* 

07/71/83 JA* OK 



8346354 227 07 

350432258 S 

103 

OCN 01 

N M OKEFNE 

100.0 

8J46353 22 70* 

350 2 121758 

1CJ 

GOFORTH 01 

N U OK(EMC 

140.0 

-RED EAGLE OU CO 


RECEIVED* 

07/27/83 J5* OK 



?2?35 

3504322644 

105 

ROBERTSON 01 

N M OKCENE 

365 8 

-RICHARD NHftlER JR 


RECEIVED* 

07/71/83 JA* OK 



8346312 21025 

3503320735 

tO 3 

TURNER 01 

M MUlMALI 

80 0 

-RICHARDSON CONSTRUCTION 

RECEIVED* 

07/71/83 JA* OK 



8346333 71474 

3511123535 

108 

StNORA B1 

BRYANT 

8 9 

-RICHARDSON CONSTRUCTION 

RECEIVED* 

07/22/83 JA* OK 



8346434 22254 

3511123543 

108 

RANDALl 15 

BRYANT 

1.4 

-ROBERT A MASON 


RECEIVED * 

07/21/83 JA 1 OK 



8344360 2246; 

3510300500 

10 5 

MCGUIRE OB-1 

WEST PERRY 

44.5 

B 544 36 2 22464 

3510300000 

107-7 

MCGUIRE OC-1 

WEST PERRY 

18 3 

-ROBERT P LAMneRTS 


RECEIVED* 

07/21/83 JA* OK 



8346381 9B0U 

3501721638 

102-2 

Ml ESJtl 81-34 

N CONCHO 

M 

-ROBINSON BROS DRILLING CO INC 

RECEIVED* 

07/21/83 JA* OK 



5 546 304 21042 

3510420666 

107-4 103 

ORR • 32-3 

WHEATLAND 

730 0 

-ROTH THELMA 


RECEIVED* 

07/21/83 JA* OK 



5546304 1 9725 

3511100000 

1C8 

CLARK 03 «C32219 

TIGER FLATS 

4 4 

B34630S 14726 

3510700900 

108 

PHAROAM 02 

TIGER FLATS 

11 

-SAKU PETROtFUM CO 


RECEIVED- 

07/71/83 JA* OK 



8346336 22S4I 

3511122554 

103 

VltRSEN 07. 


0 0 

-SAMSON RESOURCES COMPANY 

RECEIVED 

07/22/83 JA* OK 



8346462 21406 

•507720254 

102-3 

COUGHTLY t) 

WI lBURTON 

1259.8 

-sandstone resources 

INC 

RECEIVED 1 

07/21/83 JA* OK 



5346377 20851 

35)0321774 

103 

MUE 01 

TONXAM A 

18.3 

-SANGUINE LTD 


RfCFJVEO* 

•7/72/83 JA* OK 



5546427 24561 

3505221244 

107-DP 

SCRUGGS •) 


321.2 

-SANTA PC-ANDOVER OIL 

CO 

RECEIVED* 

07/27/83 JA* OK 



5346 Si 7 2305S 

3501721474 

iOJ 

WITTROCK 81-1 


37.0 

-SMAR-AIAM OIL CO 


RECEIVED' 

07/22/83 JA* OK 



8346458 22941 

3515345601 

108 

DELLA 8UTTEL 01 

CEDARDAIE N E 

• 2 

-southland ROYALTY CO 


RECEIVED 

•7/22/83 JA* OK 



534645S 21185 

3515321170 

1 OR-PI 

COX 11-13 

PERSIMMON CREEK 

18.0 

-SPUR PETROLEUM INC 


RECEIVED* 

07/21/83 JA* OK 



5546374 23042 

3500722337 

103 

COFF B1-1S 


365.0 

-SUN EXPLORATION 1 PRODUCTION CO 

RECEIVED- 

07/21/83 JA* OK 



5344346 21094 

3511400000 

108 

BROYLES UNIT 02-1 

BROYLES 

9.0 

5346507 20908 

3501722354 

103 

CHUES -C" 03 

FORT RENO 5W 

0.0 

8346375 20904 

3515321366 

103 

DRAKE BARTLES UNIT 02 

N E CFOAROAIE 

512.0 

8544311 21098 

3506120468 

107-7 

THOMAS MOSELEY 01 . 

•ROOKEN 

120.0 

-SUM EXPLORATION 1 PRODUCTION CO 

RECEIVED* 

07/22/83 JA* OK 



5346484 25257 

3511400000 

108 

BROYLES UNIT 81-18 

BROYLES 

4.0 

5344442 22594 

3511422145 

103 

G H HOLDERRCAO 03 

BROYLES 

4 0 

8346503 22545 

3512372067 

103 

MOUNT OUCREASf UNIT 8*-18 

ALIEN 

4.0 

8346423 22400 

3305121281 

103 

NORGE MARCHAMD UNIT 037-4 

CHICVA5HA NU 

7.0 

8344441 22843 

3511422172 

103 

STILES • 01 

•ROUES 

102 0 

-SUNRISE EXPLORATION 

INC 

RECEIVED* 

07/22/83 JA* OK 



8346414 21044 

3503420504 

102-2 

EASIER HOGG 01 

SOUTH IEIDV 

30.0 

•-ICNMECO OIL COMPANY 


RECEIVED* 

07/21/83 JA* OK 



83463S1 21371 

3512428804 

102-2 103 

MERRICK 1-3 

*AST CHEYENNE 

573.0 

-TCNMfCO OIL COMPANY 


RECEIVED' 

• 7/22/83 JA* OK 



8344470 22740 

3512420413 

103 

MERRICK 01-33 

EAST CHEYENNE 

300.0 

8344447 2134S 

351242 0811 

107-7 103 

MERRICK 1-27 

CAST CHEYENNE 

535.0 

8 546500 22S72 

3505121344 

103 

ROBERT ELLIS 1-26 

AMBER N E 

180.0 

-TEXACO INC 


RECEIVED* 

87/22/83 JA* OK 



8344S07 22472 

3581422466 

103 

M LUCAS UNIT 11 

SMO VEL TUM 

343 • 

-THE GMK COMPANY 


RECEIVED* 

07/21/8) JA* OK 



, 8344310 21044 

3514420228 

107-2 

METER 1-35 

WILDCAT 

4380 0 

1 -TNI MU-MC OIL CORP 


RECEIVED* 

07/21/83 JA* OK 



8344304 20742 

3585320524 

103 

LUCERNE •! 

WEST WEBB 

180 0 

-TIDEMARK EXPLORATION 

CO 

RECEIVED* 

07/22/83 JA* OK 



8344533 22440 

3513421453 

103 

CLAWSON 03-11 

SOUTH GUYMON 

54.8 

8344534 22 441 

3513421640 

103 

CLAWSON 04-11 

SOUTH OUY7TON 

82.1 

-TODDCO PETROLEUM INC 


RECEIVED* 

07/77/83 JA* OK 



8344444 22147 

3305520406 

108 

MCIIMDRE 01 

SOUTH BLOOMINGTON 

0.0 

-TRIGG DRILLING COMPANY INC 

received- 

07/27/83 JA* OK 



8344501 22820 

3508720843 

103 

tOITM 11 

WALNUT CREEK 

91.8 

-TXO PRODUCTION CORP 


RECEIVED* 

07/21/83 JA* OK 



8344308 21038 

3304120542 

102-2 103 

MCCLAIN -A- t 1 

BROOKEN 

184 • 

-IXO PRODUCTION CORP 


RECEIVED* 

07/22/83 JA* OK 



83444S1 20434 

338742025! 

102-4 

COGGINS ESIAIE 01 

N U POTEAU 

247.0 

8344453 2044S 

3304120398 

107-4 

SHARPE 01 

CUMMINGS 

72.0 

8344452 20444 

3304170285 

102-4 

SKINVER tl 

CROfYJHL 

0.0 

8 344454 20444 

3312120443 

107-4 

WEAVCR -D- 81 

KIOWA 

177 0 

-UNIVERSAL FUELS CO 


RECEIVED** 

•7/22/83 JA* OK 



8344473 22408 

3508522073 

103 

8UFFCRD 0| 

CRESCENT-LOVELL 

24 4 

8344472 22407 

3501322072 

103 

MOON 81 

N NAV1NA 

10 8 

-UNIVERSAL RESOURCES 

CORPORATION 

RECEIVED* 

07/22/83 JA* OK 



83445!S 230SI 

3581720445 

108 

DRAKE 1-4 

RICHLAND 

10.0 

8344512 22487 

3501720417 

108 

MCLAIN 2-4 

N W RICHLAND 

4 8 

8344514 23038 

3507321809 

108 

SWART 1-4 

SOONER TREND 

5 2 

8344513 22458 

3587321573 

108 

VIlHAUER 1-33 

SOONER TREND 

4.1 

-VULCAN ENERGY CORP 


RECEIVED 7 

•7/71/83 JA: OK 



8344315 21723 

3507323317 

103 

0 1 M HARRISON •) 

SOONER TRENO 

34.3 

-VULCAN ENERGY CORP 


RECEIVED* 

07/72/83 JA * OK 



8344474 21443 

3507323308 

103 

MALTA 02 

SOONER TREND 

144 0 

-WAGNER 1 BROWN 


RECC1VCO* 

07/22/23 JA* OK 



8 3444 7 5 21412 

3517420843 

103 

LOVETT 81-28 

NORTHWEST CHEYENNE 

40.0 

-WALTER A KELLY JR OPERATING CO INC 

RECEIVED* 

07/21/83 JA* OK 



834433B 21144 

3311927040 

107-2 

8ASLER 81 

NORTHWEST BOOMER LAKE 

20.0 

-WARD PETROLEUM CORP 


RECEIVED* 

07/21/83 JA* OK 



5344337 22771 

3302720725 

103 

INDIAN HILLS 02 

NW NORMAN 

2200.8 

8344332 21465 

3502720700 

103 

INDUSTRIAL PARK •! 

N W NORMAN 

184.8 

-WARD PETROLEUM CORP 


RECEIVED* 

07/22/83 JA* OK 



8346558 24570 

3305)21342 

107-OP 

UMRUH 01 

C LAVERTY 

702.0 

-WESTERN OU RESOURCES LTO 

RECEIVED* 

07/22/83 JA* OK 



8346483 11534 

3S10700000 

108 

JOHN SIMMER Oil 

IYOHS-QUINN 

1.4 

8344418 1)527 

3510700000 

198 

JOHN SIMMER 02 

IYONS-QUINN 

1 .4 

5344474 11524 

3310700000 

108 

JOHN SIMMER 94 

LYONS-OUINN 

1.4 

8344480 11530 

3510700000 

108 

JOHN SIMMER 07 

iyons-quikn 

14 

• 834448) 1)531 

3510700000 

* 08 

JOHN SIMMER 18 

LYONS-OUINN 

1.4 


PURCHASE* 

ARKANSAS lOVISIAA 

PIONEER GAS FR5&0 
PIONEER CAS PPCyj 

PIONEER CAS rtOft 

EASON Oil CO 

PHIUIPS PETtCUB 

PNIlt IPS Pr* 0 tEO 

APINOIL USA INC 
AMINOU USA INC 

PHIUIPS PfTFOLUi 

NOB 11 Oil CO«P 

PHIUIPS PElRdEO 
PHIUIPS PEIROta 

PHIUIPS PETROIEV 

ARKANSAS l OU ISI AN 

SUN EXPLORATION | 

OELHI CAS PIPEL1H 

NORTHERN NATURAL 

TENNESSEE CAS PIP 

PANHANOtE EASTEtR 

SUN CAS TRAm^JSS 
OKLAHOMA NATURAl 
MICHIGAN U1SC0NSI 
UNITED OAS PIPE L 

SUN CAS TRAN'PISS 
SUN GAS TRAN5MSS 
ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 
TRANSOK RlPEll*£ 
SUN CAS IRANSniSS 

DELHI CAS PIPCllN 

DELHI CAS PIPUIR 
ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 
AHSHOIl USA INC 


IL GRANDE PIPCllN 

PANHANDLE IASTERH 
PANHANDLE EA5URH 

DAMSON OIL CORP 

LONE STAR CAS CO 


COLUMBIA OAS TRAN 
DELHI CAS PIPE Lt 
DELHI CAS P tPEl I* 
ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 


EASON Oil CO 
EASON OIL CO 


OKLAHOMA CAS I EL 
OKLAHOMA CAS « EL 
PHIUIPS PfTRClCU 
PHIUIPS PITROlEU 


PHIUIPS PETROlfU 


PHIUIPS PCTROtni 


ARCO OU A CAS CO 


SUN CAS CO 
SUN CAS CO 

PHILLIPS PETROlfU 


PHILLIPS 

PHILLIPS 

PHILLIPS 

PHILLIPS 

PHILLIPS 


PETROL n> 
PETROLED 

petroled 

PETROLED 

PCIPOLEU 
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JO 1*0 JA DKT 


API HO 


o seccu seem well haw 


9J44402 11532 3519799009 10ft 

HUM/ 11520 3510700090 10ft 

-WHITE HACKLE RESOURCES INC « MCM EN RICEIVIO' 


0346350 22500 3505322021 

-WHMrtAR exploration co 
9J4A450 22025 3507020003 

-WO05 PETROLEUM corporation 
03*6475 22103 3513721000 

03*64tl 21303 350302982ft 

8346092 21300 351202900ft 

05*4499 21302 3503020700 


103 

RECEIVED' 

103 

RECEIVED' 

102-0 
102-2 
192-2 

‘••"■(III.. 

• ■ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. MINERAL5 MANAGEMENT SERVICE, DENVER,CO 


JOHN SIMMER 90 
MULL IE M1CCO 90 
•7/21/03 JA* OR 

EVANS 91 

•7/22/03 JA* OR 

L122ASELLE 91-0 
•7/22/03 JAi OK 

CALLAWAY 923-1 
DAVIS 7 FARMS 920-1 
PETERSON 9 11*1 
RAY 05-1 


-COOKS ENERGY CO RECEIVED' 

95*1011 CD •302-82 0500500210 102-2 107- 

-DC-E PETROLEUM CORP RECEIVCO* 

15*4010 CO 9033-03 9500700397 197-TF 

-FUEL RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT CO RECEIVED' 

95*4013 CD 9m-ft3 951 03 08500 192-2 107- 

-pntlHWEST EXPLORATION COMPANY RECEIVED' 

55*4090 CD 9S01-82 9510307022 100 

95*4412 CD 9121-03 0519300940 19ft 

-UH TER S TEES JR RECEIVED' 

93*4400 CD 9100-03 9500500301 193 


97/10/93 JA« CO 1 

TP USA 1-20 OP 
07/10/83 JA* CO l 

CAINES UTC 02 
07/10/03 JA* CO 1 

IP P-30-S-191-S 
•7/10/83 JAi CO 1 

PHILADELPHIA CRECR 02 
PHILADELPHIA CREER 1ft 
•7/10/03 JAi CO 1 

GOVERNMENT 13-10*94 


FIELD NAME 

LYONS-OUINN 

LY0NS-9UINM 

SOONER TREND 

•OROSHE 

NE NELLIE 
MCCLURE 
SM LEEDEY 
CLIPI 


PROD PURCHASER 

1.0 PHILLIPS PETROLED 
1.0 PHILLIPS PETROIEU 

237.9 PHILLIPS PETROIEU 

9.9 ARRAHSAS LOUISIAN 

27.9 ARRAHSAS LOUISIAN 
803.0 

SftO.9 DELHI CAS PIPE II 
1359.0 IRANSOR PIPE LINE 


DRY PORR PEOERAL UNIT 
IGNACIO BLANCO 
CATHEDRAL 

PHILADELPHIA CREER MA 
PHILADELPHIA CREER MA 

BRIDLE MELD 


73.9‘NORTHERN NATURAL 
A7.1 El PASO NATURAL 9 
30.3 MOUNTAIN FUEL RES 

20.9 NORTHWEST PXPEllN 
9.9 NORTHWEST PIPElIH 

55.9 NORTHWEST P1PCUN 


[PR Dec R3-2SSO F3Ud 9-tft-R) 
muJHQ COOC 97'7-41-C 
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Determinations by Jurisdictional 
Agencies Under the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978 

Ustied: August 10,1983. 

The following notices of 
determination were received from the 
indicated jurisdictional agencies by the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
pursuant to the Natural Gas Policy Act 
of 1978 and 18 CFR 274.104. Negative 
determinations are indicated by a *TT 
before the section code. Estimated 
annual production (PROD) is in million 
cubic feet (MMCF). 

The applications for determination are 
available for inspection except to the 
extent such material is confidential 
under 18 CFR 275.208. at the 


Commission’s Division of Public 
Information, Room 1000, 825 North 
Capitol St, Washington. D.C. Persons 
objecting to any of these determinations 
may. in accordance with 18 CFR 275.203 
and 275.204. file a protest with the 
Commission within fifteen days after 
publication of notice in the Federal 
Register. 

Source data from the Form 121 for this 
and all previous notices is available on 
magnetic tape from the National 
Technical Information Service (NT1S). 
For information, contact Stuart 
Weisman (NTIS) at (703) 487-4808, 5285 
Port Royal Rd., Springfield, Va. 22101. 

Categories within each NCPA section 
are indicated by the following codes: 


Section 102-1: New OCS lease 
102-2: New well (2.5 Mile rule) 

102-3: New well (1000 Ft rule) 

102-4: New onshore reservoir 
102-5: New reservoir on old OCS lease 
Section 107-DP: 15.000 feet or deeper 
107—GB: Ceopressurod brine 
107-CS: Coal Seams 
107-DV: Devonian Shale 
107-PR Production enhancement 
107-TF: New tight formation 

107- RT: Recompletion tight formation 
Section 108; Stripper well 

108- SA: Seasonally affected 
108-KR. Enhanced recovery 
106-PR: Pressure buildup 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Sacnttary. 


NOTICE or DETERMINATIONS volume *48 

ISSUED AUGUST 10. 1483 

JO NO JA Dtr API NO D Steal Steel) MCI l NAME FI CIO KANE PROD PURCHASER 


CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION 


-AMERADA HESS CORPORATION 

RECEIVED* 

87/25/83 JA* CA 




S5SAS91 sw-eon 

8481520*05 

103 

CAMPBELL RANCH 12 

MAINE PRAIRIE 

218.8 


-TENNECO OIL COMPANY 


RECEIVED* 

87/25/85 JA* CA 




854*5*0 85-4-8255 

0482**81*8 

103 

YOUIUMNE UNIT "»• 41X-S 

YOWLUMNE 

71.8 

ARC0 OIL 1 0A3 C3 

“TxO PRODUCTION CORP 


RCCE1VE0* 

•7/25/83 JA* CA 




854*5*5 83-4-0042 

0410328148 

102-4 

STARR KING SCHOOL 28-1 

C tICE CREEK 

288.8 

PACIFIC OAS ft Ell 

-WESTERN CONTINENTAL OPERATING CO 

RECEIVED* 

87/23/85 JA* CA 




834*3*2 83-4-0041 

0481328285 

103 

•KGC-CE3A- 81 

SOUTH OAKLEY 

7.5 

PACIFIC OAS ft fit 

LOUISIANA OFFICE OF 

CONSERVATION 





•CRYSTAL OIL AND LANO COMPANY 

RECEIVED* 

87/27/83 JA* LA 




8 546A 00 82-055* 

17Q1S21824 

183 

R E HAHITER 81 VUA 

ARK ANA 

1.1 

ARKANSAS LOUIS!** 

-DEVON ENERGY CORP 


RECEIVED* 

87/27/83 JA* LA 




854**&| 85-8475 

1711123*23 

103 

PENN20U 83 

MONROE 

12.8 

TEXAS GAS TRAHV1I 

-GATOR HAWK CAS CO 


RECEIVED* 

07/27/83 JA* LA 




854*58* 85-84*2 

178752178* 

188 

COLEMAN 81 VUA 

MONROE 

8.8 

INC PIPELINE CO I 

-MARSHALL EXPLORATION 

INC 

RECEIVED* 

87/27/83 JA > LA 




85465*4 85-855* 

1783121375 

183 108 

COLEY SCOTT 81 L OR RA 3UFF 

t 00ANSPORT 

208.8 

TENNESSEE OAS PIP 

85465*7 83-582 

1783121748 

183 

E5TE5-8A33 81 

IETMANY-LONGSTREET 

258.8 

ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 

85465*6 85-8544 

178852111* 

183 

EVANS 81 (1824*1) 

CONVERSE 

128.8 

SAIINE-OCSOTO PIP 

85465*8 81-585 

178272181* 

105 107-TF J0NE5-DAVIDS0M 81 

MOUNT S2NAZ 

188.8 

ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 

-SUN EXPLORATION 1 PRODUCTION CO 

RECEIVED* 

87/27/83 JA * LA 




834*5*5 83-0454 

178312173S 

103 107-TF M • MOICOMB 81 

TRENTON 

111.8 

TENNESSEE OAS PIP 

MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT 

OF NATURAL 

RESOURCES 





-NORTH MICHIGAN LAND ft 

OIL CORP 

RECEIVED* 

07/23/83 JA* MI 




854458* 

2115700088 

107-TF 

STATE CHESTER 3-23 

CHESTER 

25.8 

CONSUMERS POWER C 

854*587 

2115788808 

107-TF 

STATE CHESTER 4-25 

CHESTER 

25.8 

CONSUMERS POWER C 

854*588 

2113700008 

107-TF 

STATE CHESTER S-2S 

CHESTER 

25.8 

CONSUMERS POWER C 

854*588 

2113700808 

107-TF 

STATE CHESTER *-2S 

CHESTER 

25.8 

CONSUMERS POWER C 

MONTANA BOARD OF OIL ft GAS CONSERVATION 





-CONSOLIDATED OIL ft OAS INC 

RECEIVED* 

87/25/83 JA* FIT 




85463*0 7-B2-207 

25085212*9 

183 

MCCABE 82 

SE FRO ID 

8.8 


-KACQUEST RESOURCES INC 

RECEIVED* 

87/25/83 JA* MT 




, 854*541 7-82-284 

2505121574 

183 

MACRUE5T 1 11 MONTANA STATE 

HOT WITHIN A DEL INFAT 

1842.8 

MONTANA POWER CO 

854*55* 7-82-20S 

2303121383 

IBS 

MACOUEST 13-2-35-5 MEISSNER RANCHES 

HOT WITHIN A DELINEAT 

581.8 

MONTANA POWER CO 

854*543 7-82-28* 

2503121*02 

183 

MAC9UEST 8-10R MONTANA STATE 

HOT WITHIN A OCLZHEAT 

an.• 

MONTANA POWER CO 

-MIDLANDS OAS CORPORATION 

RECEIVEO* 

87/25/83 JA’ MT 




8546S42 7-82-283 

25071211*3 

108-ER 

ARCHIE DUNBAR 1-7 8752 

80UD0IN 

8.8 

KN ENERGY INC 


HEM MEXICO DEPARTMENT OF fMERGY • MINERALS 


_-AUMAH PETROLEUM INC RECEIVED’ 07/27/83 JA* MM 


•iLUNO COOS 
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JO *0 JA DKT 

API NO 

D SECT 1> SECT2) WELL NAME 

FIELD NAME 

PROD 

PURCHASER 

H44699 

5000520890 

102-2 101 

SANDERS 01 

LtGHICAP - DEVONIAN 

• • 

CITIES SERVICE CO 

•AHOCO PRODUCTION CO 


RECEIVED* 

•7/25/83 JA* NM 




6344572 

3504504487 

108-PO 

HANCOCK GAS COM 01 

BASIN 

0.0 

El PASO NATURAL G 

*344574 

3984533552 

198-PI 

NLA TM GAS COM P 01 

BIANCO 

M 

EL PASO NATURAL G 

ft 346540 

3904512171 

198-P8 

SHYUCR GAS COM 0 11 

BASIN 

l.l 

EL PASO NATURAL G 

l!4457l 

3004504474 

198-PO 

STATE GAS COM BE 01 

BASIN 

0.0 

El PASO NATURAL G 

M465?0 

5004508387 

108-PI 

STATE GAS COM OF 11 

BASIN 

0 0 

El PASO NATURAL G 

4146571 

3004520255 

103-PI 

STATE GAS COM IN 01 

BLANCO 

B.B 

(L PASO NATURAL G 

• If i CO PETROLEUM CORPORATION 

RECEIVED* 

•7/75/85 JA* NM 




M46543 

3025274370 

103 

CAUDILL STATE 02 

DEAN (PERMO PENN) 

0.1 

WARREN PETROLEUM 

?5 Oil CO 


RECEIVED* 

97/25/83 JA* NM 




ft 346 542 

300152444* 

103 

SCOTT THOMAS IT 

ARTESIA G 0 SA 

29.1 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

-CONSOLIDATED OIL 1 GAS INC 

RECEIVED* 

•7/25/83 JA* NM 




4346574 

3004590000 

ica-PB 

CHAVEZ 01 

BLANCO-MESAVERDE 

0.0 

EL PASO NATURAL G 

•CJUHT A TIPTON 


RECEIVED* 

07/25/83 JA* NM 




1146540 

3002527724 

103 

IAUM STATE 01 

BAUM UPPER PENN 

28.S 

WARREN PETROLEUM 

•II PASO NATURAL CAS 

COMPANY 

RECEIVED* 

17/25/83 JA* KM 




4346575 

398‘*506071 

188-PB 

NUERFAMT TO UNIT 8U 

BALLARD PC 

0.0 

Cl PASO NATURAL G 

1344568 

3004521472 

108 

RANOUMAN 02 

BLANCO-PICTUREO CUPP 

13.• 

EL PASO NATURAL 0 

PASO NATURAL CAS 

COMPANY 

RECEIVED* 

•7/27/83 JA* KM 




4344702 

3002500971 

108 

A S U 14 UDRl 

RHODES-YATE5 7 RV G3 

• .4 

EL PASO NATURAL G 

-EXXOH CORPORATION 


RECE1VE0 1 

07/25/83 JA* KM 




*144555 

3882527775 

103 

NEW MEXICO -DD" STATE 03 

SCHARB-BOKE SPRINGS 

45.1 

WARREN PETROLEUM 

-CULP OIL CORPORATION 


RECEIVED* 

07/25/83 JA* KM 




,4146565 

3002527504 

103 

R R BELL TMCT-I) 14 

HARDY BLINEBRY 

0.0 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

•HARVARD PETROLEUM CORP 

RECEIVED i 

07/25/83 JA* NM 




ft 146355 

3002528015 

103 

HARVARD STATE 01 

MORTM BAOLEY UOLPCAMP 

40.1 

WARREN PETROLEUM 

-PARKS A GARNER PRODUCTION CO 

RECEIVED! 

•7/25/83 JA* KM 




ft 144 54 7 

3002528103 

103 

HU1ER "A- STATE LTD 01 

LAZY J PENN 

34.8 

WARREN PETROLEUM 

•PTSA PETROLEUM CO 


RECEIVED 1 

97/25/83 JA* NM 




8546557 

3001324388 

103 

HONDO -A- STATE 01 

AVALON DELAWARE 

3.0 


ft 146 S54 

3001524410 

103 

HONDO ***■ STATE §2 

AVALON DELAWARE 

18.8 


ft . 14 6 S 5 8 

3001324405 

103 

HONDO "A" STATE 03 

BURTON FLATS DELAWARE 

31.0 


ft 146 554 

3002528072 

its 

WOOD STATE 11 

UMOESIGNATEO SCHARB-M 

14.0 


-KOOIl PRDO TEXAS 1 NEW MEXICO INC RECEIVED* 

97/2S/83 JA > KM 




8346554 

3002526001 

103 

0R1DGES-STATE 0182 

VACUUM!GRAYBURG"SAM A 

2.9 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

•RAUlT PETROLEUM CORP 


RECEIVED* 

07/27/83 JA* KM 




ft 1*6 700 

3000541710 

102-2 

AMOCO STATE 01 (LG-0442) 

PALMA MESA PENH (GAS) 

550.0 

transucsterh pipe 

8144701 

3001100080 

102-2 187- 

TP M U ISUR 11 - FEE WELL 

PECOS SLOPE ABO 

54.4 

trahswesterh pipe 

-TC<ACO INC 


RECEIVED* 

07/25/83 JA* KM 




ft 144 3 7 A 

3004504044 

lea-po 

NEW MEXICO COM B 01 

BLANCO-PC 

0.0 

NORTHWEST P1PELIH 

ft 54457 7 

3004512158 

108-P8 

NEW MEXICO COM P 01 

BASIN OAKQTA 

4.0 

NORTHWEST PIPELIN 

•UNICOM PRODUCING CO 


RECEIVED* 

•7/25/1J JA* KM 




ft 546544 

3004525432 

193 

PIERCE * A ' 94 

ARMENIA GALLUP 

44.0 

EL PASO NATURAL G 

•VlRSEN PETR CO A 01V 

01 GULF OIL 

CO RECEIVED* 

•7/25/83 JA* KM 




8146564 

3002324951 

103 

MARK III 

WANT2 ABO 

0.0 

EL PASO NATURAL G 

-WARREN PETR CO A DIV 

OP GULF OIL 

CO RECEIVED* 

07/27/83 JA* KM 




•546705 

3002525507 

103 

HARRY LEONARD (NCT-C) Ilf 

TUBB 

4.2 

EL PASO NATURAL G 

“TATES PETROLEUM CORPORATION 

RECEIVED * 

•7/25/83 JA* NM 




1546541 

3002S2A103 

103 

LADDIE "VC* ST 02 

SAUNDERS PERMO UPPER 

0.0 

WARREN PETROLEUM 

-TRIES PETROLEUM CORPORATION 

RECEIVED* 

07/27/83 JA * NM 




. R3464U 

3000541888 

102-2 107- 

TP OAJIILO ORAW *WO* ST 8) 

UNO ABO 

0.0 

TRAHSWFS7ERN pipe 







•ICC* OIL A GAS CO 


RECEIVED* 1 

07/27/83 JA* OH 




•144470 

3413123787 

103 107- 

TP RAYMOND T 8ECK «3 

OSNABURG 

0.0 

COLUMBIA GAS OF 0 

-CARLTON OIL CORP 


RECEIVED^ 

07/27/83 JA* OH 




1144471 

34)4727458 

107-DV 

BOSS 01 

GRAHOVIEU 

5.0 

RIVER GAS CO 

8164475 

3414727461 

107-DV 

FRY 03 

GRANDVIEW 

5.0 

RIVER GAS CO 

4346675 

3414727443 

107-DV 

PRY 14 

GRANDVIEW 

5.0 

RIVER GAS CO 

1346472 

3414727448 

107-DV 

PRY 93 

GRANDVIEW 

5.0 

RIVER GAS CO 

8346474 

3414727442 

107-DV 

lBUFFER II 

GRANDVIEW 

5.0 

RIVER GAS CO 

-CAVENDISH PETROLEUM 

OP OHIO INC 

RECEIVED! 

•7/27/83 JA* OH 




8>46677 

3411726444 

103 187- 

TP OHIO POWER 79-A 

MEIGS 

34.2 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

•CvASfHCE SHERMAN 


RECEIVEO* 

•7/27/83 JA* OM 




*144670 

3415723852 

103 107- 

TP MOOMAW-BRUNTOH 01 

BUCKS 

3.7 

CAST OHIO OAS CO 

-interprise energy CORP 

RECC1VEO* 

97/27/83 JA* OH 




4146680 

34)1924473 

105 107- 

TP OHIO POWER 012 

NEWTON 

27.3 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

8344470 

34)1924447 

105 107- 

TP OHIO POWER CO 04 

NEWTON 

18.2 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

LANGASCO DRILLING CO 


RECEIVED* 

•7/27/83 JA* OH 




8344482 

3402529895 

107-TP 

DONALD SACCO 01 

WEST 

43.8 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

8346481 

3402920844 

107-TF 

HOWARD IARNES 11 

WEST 

45.8 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

-HASH INVESTMENT CO A 

PARTNERSHIP 

RECEIVED! 

07/27/83 JA* OH 




*146483 

3413322280 

103 187- 

TP MASH 04 

WARREN 

1.0 


-NATIONAL PRODUCTION 

CORPORATION 

RECEIVED* 

•7/27/83 JA* OH 




*346484 

341)92192) 

108 

MATTINGLY - ST MARYS 01 


3.0 

NATIONAL GAS t 01 

•NORTH EAST NATURAL OAS CO INC 

RECEIVED: 

•7/27/83 JA* OH 




4 146 6 85 

34t3722390 

108 

PELGENHAUER 03 


8.1 

M • OPERATING CO 

PINE TOP ESTATES PARlhlRSMlP 

RECEIVED* 

•7/27/83 JA* ON 




8544004 

3415321320 

103 117- 

TP VAMDEVERE 01 

BATH 

1.0 

EAST OHIO GAS CO 

-*0! ENERGY INC 


RECEIVED* 

07/27/83 JA* OH 




*144407 

3400722111 

103 107- 

TP 1 BEAN OCG-2 

ORWELL 

38.0 


-RSC ENERGY CORP 


RCCE1VE0* 

07/27/83 JA* OH 




&344I0V 

3409921573 

183 107- 

TP AMERICAN P1RE CLAY CORP - AFC 012 

BEAVER 

34.5 

REPUBLIC STEEL CO 

*144641 

3409921577 

103 107- 

TP AMERICAN FIRE CLAY CORP - AFC 015 

BEAVER 

34.3 

REPUBLIC STEEL CO 

4146680 

3409921572 

103 117- 

TP AMERICAN FIRECLAY CORP - AFC 111 

BEAVER 

34.5 

REPUBLIC STEEL CO 

*344440 

3409921573 

103 107- 

TP AMERICAN FIRECLAY CORP • AFC 014 

BEAVER 

34.5 

REPUBLIC STEEL CO 

•the CARTER JONES LUPIOER CO 

RECEIVED! 

•7/27/83 JA* OH 




*344474 

3401921218 

108 

GEORGE MUSNRUSW 01 

CARROLLTON 

15.0 

COLUMBIA OAS TRAM 

•UNITED PETROLEUM CORP 

RECEIVED! 

07/27/83 JA* OH 




*344442 

3409920733 

108 

MCPHEF 01 


1.5 

YANREE RESOURCES 

UNIVERSAL EXPLORATION 

RECEIVED* 

•7/27/83 JA* OH 




*544445 

3410323411 

107-TF 

UENDAH OF WILMA JONES 01 

WADSWORTH 

0.0 

EAST OHIO GAS CO 

,-uiuiam n iipka 


RECEIVED* 

•7/27/83 JA* OH 




*344444 

3413320042 

107-TP 

EDUARD A SAWAN 01 

COPLEY 

8.0 

EAST OHIO GAS CO 

*344445 

3410323394 

107-TP 

GIVEN 01 

SHARON 

40.0 

DOEHIER-JARVIS 

4 544417 

3413723575 

107-TP 

MISKIMLN-BROUN-MULLANE 02 

WASHINGTON 

0.0 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAM 

*344494 

3410323351 

107-TP 

PETERSEN 01 

SHARON 

40.0 

DOEHIER-JARVIS 

PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OP ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES 


• 


«»bu*ci* inc 


RECEIVED* 

•7/27/83 JA* PA 




• utto* um 

3703323849 

108 

92-9-4 CTRP 01) 

TRUSSCL 

4.9 

UCI CORP 
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JO NO 

JA MT 

API NO 

0 SECT 1) SCC(2> WELL NAME 

FIELD NAME 

PROD 

PURCHASER 

-CABOT Oil • 0*5 cotr 


RECEIVED* 

• 7/27/63 J6* PA 


SB • 

TENNESSEE OAS PtP 

£346612 

20173 

3712133889 

102-2 

HOWARD FISNFt 61 

OAKLAND 

£344611 

20172 

3712133689 

107-TF 

HOWARD FISHER 91 

OAKLAND 

50.B 

TENNESSEE QAS PIP 

-OOC-NCC 

SERVICE CO 


RFCEIVEO* 

07/27/AS JA* PA 


19.1 

COLUMBIA OAS QF P 

MUU3 

20500 

3712921651 

US 

C t USER JR 829-1 

EAST HUNTINGDON 

£346405 

16248 

3712922227 

US 

JAMES G SCHCKCK 1254-1 

EAST HUNTINGDON 

13.1 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

A34661D 

1A996 

3712922024 

198 

LOUIS M OEHANHA 1SS1-1 

EAST HUNTINGDON 

4 2 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

B146A36 

1S242 

3712922025 

196 

LOUIS M OEHANHA ISSI-2 

CAST HUNTINGDON 

18.6 

TEXAS EASTERN ft ft 

E346AC7 

18243 

3712922024 

106 

LOUIS N OEhanha 1551-3 

EAST HUNTINGDON 

19.2 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

£344444 

20501 

3712921626 

US 

R E FRETT5 909-1 

EAST HUNTINGDON 

16.6 

COLUMBIA OAS OF f 

£344409 

18727 

3712922018 

ua 

WILLIAM M SEAMAN if Al 1614-1 

CAST HUNTINGDON 

16.6 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

£344401 

18244 

3712922015 

ica 

VIM H SEAMAN ET AL 1414-2 

EAST HUNTINGDON 

10.9 

TEXAS EASTERN Ha 

-FA IOWAN 

DRULING CO 


R EC EIV ED : 

07/27/6S JA* PA 


22.9 

PEOPLES NATURAL | 

£344444 

20493 

3706326884 

10 3 

MARTIN L ICARER 91 F-3524 

BlAlRSVlllE 

-GUIF 0It 

CORPORATION 


RECEIVED! 

07/27/63 JA* PA 




£544449 

20505 

3703320574 

108-SA 

FfE -A- 145 

RCCD-DEEMER (UPPER D€ 

20.9 

NATIONAL FUEL GAS 

B34444£ 

20554 

3703320392 

108-SA 

FEE -A- 146 

RE€D-D€EMfR (UPPER DC 

20.9 

NATIONAL FUCt CAS 

£344447 

20503 

3703320401 

168 SA 

WELDER 91 

RCCD-DEEMER (UPPER DC 

29.9 

NATIONAL FUEL GAS 

-MAROl0 C 

: BROUN 


RECEIVED * 

•7/27/63 JA* PA 




£344441 

20432 

3712500000 

106 

A GEORGE 01 CONTRACT 1605 OS B6931 

MONOGHEIA FIELD 

2.3 

PEOPLES NAT (US C 

£344444 

20437 

3712500000 

108 

A GEORGE 11 CONTRACT 1605 OS 09943 

MONOGHEIA FIELD 

9.3 

PEOPIE5 NAT GAS C 

£344444 

20435 

3705900000 

108 

PORBFE 11 CONTRACT 1605 

NEW FREFPORT FtELD 

9.7 

PEOPLES NATURAL 0 

£344447 

20436 

3700509000 

166 

GALLAGHER NO X OUTSIDE 011443 

VANDEROIFT FIELD 

9.2 

PEOPLES NATURAL 4 

£344643 

20434 

3700500000 

108 

LONG WELL NO I OUTSIDE 912247 

vandergift field 

0 3 

PFOPtfS NAT GAS C 

£34444 2 

20433 

3712500000 

106 

VAN ROOINSON II CONTRACT 1605 

KONOGHflA FIELD 

9.7 

PEOPLES NAT GAS C 

£346443 

20436 

3712500000 

US 

WESTHC1RS 91 CONTRACT 1495 OS 10527 

MONOGHEIA FIELD 

9.3 

PEOPLES NA? GAS C 

-INTEGRATED ENERGY INC 


RECEIVED • 

97/27/63 JA* PA 


1.4 


£ 344448 

20439 

3700522005 

106 

HARLIN L 5MELT7ER 91 

SOUTH BEND 

ALLEGHENY lUDLUM 

£344449 

20440 

3704521494 

106 

LUTHER P 6UHITC 91 

WINSLOW 

8.9 

CONSOLIDATED CAS 

£344430 

20441 

3706321706 

ua 

LUTHER P 6UM1TE »2 

WINSLOW 

6.6 

CONSOLIDATED GAS 

-J I J ENTERPRISES IHC 


RECEIVED! 

07/27/83 JA* PA 



CONSOLDUTED GAS 

£344414 

20290 

3703321539 

103 

J i BROTHERS 911 (469A) 

BURNSIDE 

9.1 

-J C ENTERPRISES 


RECEIVED! 

07/27/63 JA* PA 




£344419 

2 0328 

3704521437 

103 

ALVIN DINGER 9103-1 JEF-21637 

TXHBIM 

9.6 

UNDER NEGOTIATION 

£344439 

20430 

3700500000 

103 

OETER HEIRS 0135-1 ARM-22461 

PLLWVIUI 

39.9 

£344433 

20424 

3706500900 

103 

1UR70N l MOTTERN 0126-1 JEF-21952 

Tir*8UN 

35.0 


£344420 

20387 

3704324244 

103 

CARJA INC 9095-1 lND-2%244 

PL U'lJlLL E 

50 • 

UNDER NEGOTIATION 

£344437 

20426 

3700500000 

103 

CARJA INC 0133-3 ARM-22462 

PlUMVlLLE 

24.5 

£344429 

20416 

3700500000 

103 

CARJA IHC 122-2 ARM-22342 

PlUMVKLE 

53.1 

UNDER NEGOTIATION 

£344427 

20416 

3706500000 

103 

CRIST RUHNS 0117-2 1N0-245S4 

SMICKSBURO 

19.9 

UNDER NEGOTIATION 

£344433 

24455 

3704500000 

103 

DAPl CARR 9145-1 JEF-22139 

TIMBLIN 

12.6 

UNDER NEGOTIATION 

£344651 

20450 

3704500000 

103 

DONALD J CHAPMAN 9144-1 JEF-22123 

NORTH POINT 

43.0 

£346459 

20459 

3704399000 

103 

DONALO RECRNER 9145*1 IND-24342 

SMICKSBURO 

35.9 


£3464 30 

20419 

3700503000 

103 

EDWARD ZABORCUSKY £123-1 APM-22337 

PLUMVKLE 

16.4 


£344423 

2041? 

3706303000 

103 

I v aha. REED 9197-3 JEF-21439 

TIMBLIN 

17.2 


£344 4 52 

26451 

3706500000 

103 

FREAS E POWELL 9143-2 JEF-22123 

NORTH POINT 

41.9 


£346431 

20456 

3700500000 

103 

GUY »UCK 9144-1 ARM-22425 

SHELT2CR 

49.9 


£346424 

20413 

3704506000 

103 

HAROLD CAYLGR 9108-1 JEF-21663 

MMOL IN 

9.2 


1346463 

20465 

3700522421 

193 

HARVEY WALL §147-1 ARM-22621 

SMUTZER 

35.6 


£344421 

26366 

3700522167 

103 

HAZEL KIRKPATRICK 0094-1 ARM-22187 

PLUMVKLE 

35.9 

UNDER NEGOTIATION 

S34663& 

20429 

3700500009 

103 

HAZEL KIRKPATRICK 9134-2 ARM-22469 

PlUMVKlf 

35.9 

1 £344435 

20426 

3700500000 

103 

JAMES FEOERICK 9131-1 ARM-22343 

FHJDLICK 

15.7 

UNDER NEGOTIATION 

£346625 

29414 

3700300000 

103 

JOHN CHAM6ERS £119-1 1ND-24256 

MARCHAND 

22.9 

UNDER NEGOTIATION 

£346432 

20422 

3704300000 

103 

JONH MCJHT1RC 1120-1 IND-24862 

SMICKSBURO 

111 

£346660 

20461 

3706300000 

103 

L A SMUT 0164-3 1MD-26370 

SM1CJL5BUR0 

34.9 

UNDER NEGOTIATION 

£346434 

20427 

3706300009 

103 

LUFAY ANDERSON SWEET 0132-1 

SMICKSBURO 

4.4 

£344453 

£6452 

3704509000 

101 

LULA • BARNETT 0142-2 JEF-27124 

NORTH POIHT 

40.9 

UNDER NEOOUATION 

£146434 

20425 

37045C0000 

103 

PAUL CAVIOR 9127-1 JEF-21907 

TIMBLIN 

2.3 

UNDER NEGOTIATION 

£344426 

26417 

3706506000 

103 

POSTtfWAITE HEIRS 9M8-1 IND-24657 

MARCHAHD 

10.4 

£346641 

20441 

3709500000 

103 

RUTH SHOTTS 9163-1 ARM-22606 

PlUMVlllC 

11.3 


£346422 

20369 

3706521466 

103 

SCHURR MOWER 9041-1 JEF-214S6 

NORTH POINT 

5.9 


£344657 

20457 

3709500000 

103 

W IRVIN BOILERS 9147-1 ARM-22494 

M'JDL ICK 

12.6 


£346431 

20420 

3/00300000 

103 

WILLIAM BARRETT 9124-1 1ND-24633 

SMICKSBURO 

50 9 


£346454 

20453 

3700300000 

103 

WILLIAM BARRETT 9141-3 IHD-25545 

SMICKSBURO 

40 9 


6346642 

20442 

3704300000 

103 

WILLIAM ROMMEL 9137-4 IND-2S542 

SMICKSBURO 

49 9 

UNDER NEGOTIATION 

6346456 

20454 

3704300000 

103 

WILLIAM RLWEl 9148-5 IHD-25S47 

SMICKSBURO 

49.9 

6346424 

20415 

3704500000 

103 

WM ROMMEL 9111-3 IHD-24113 

SMICKSBURO 

24.3 

UNDER NEGOTIATION 

-KALTSAS 

OIL CO 


RECEIVED* 

•7/27/63 JA* PA 



COLUMBIA OAS TRAN 

6346414 

20201 

3704922110 

107-TF 

JOSEPH BUSK! 92 

HAMMETT-VFHANGO TWSP 

0 9 

£346613 

20200 

3704922110 

103 

JOSEPH BlLSKI 62 

HAMMETT-VCMAHGO 

9 9 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

-NEA CROSS CO 


RECEIVED* 

•7/27/83 JA* PA 



COLUMBIA OAS TRAN 

£346616 

20 326 

3704226400 

107-TF 

K HAHAS 1 M HANAS 91 

MILL VILLAGE 

29.9 

£344417 

20527 

3704228400 

102-2 

K HANAS 1 M HAHAS 61 

MILL VILLAGE 

29.9 

COLUMBIA OAS IRAN 

-SANDSTONE RESOURCES INC 

RECEIVED* 

•7/27/63 JA* PA 



CARNEGIE NATURAL 

£346615 

20204 

3705921624 

102-4 

JAMES N SMITH 91 

RUFF CREEK 

73.1 

"UNION DIM 11 INC INC 


RECEIVED* 

•7/27/63 JA* PA 



CARNEGIE NATURAL 

£344440 

20431 

37059217*9 

103 

PAUL W HUFFMAN 91 0498 

JACKSON TOWNSHIP 

0.9 

-US ENERGY DEVELOPMENT 

CORP 

RECEIVED* 

07/27/83 JA* PA 



coiunstt •;* ;»»; 

£344403 

9509 

3712326043 

102-2 

C BOJARSK! 91 

CORKY 

29.0 

6346602 

9385 

3712326643 

107-TF 

C BOJARSKI 91 

CORKY 

29.0 

COLUMBIA OAS TRAN 

VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT 

OF LABOR 1 

INDUSTRY 





-£ £ £ PETROLEUM INC 


RECEIVED* 

07/27/83 JA: VA 



COLUMBIA OAS T«AJ 

6344747 


4516520545 

103 

NEW RIVER £ POCAHOWT£S COAL £l-£ 

MAIDEN SPRINGS DISTRI 

16.0 

6344744 


4516520545 

107-TF 

NEW RIVER £ POCAHONTAS COAL 91-A 

MAIDEN SPRINGS DISTRI 

16.1 

COLUMBIA GAS IRAK 

MEST VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF MINES 





-ALLEGHENY LAND £ MINERAL COMPANY 

RECEIVED* 

07/26/83 JA* WV 



COLUMBIA GAS 

8346705 


4706300302 

103 

£-832 

MIDDLE FORK DISTRICT 

9.9 

-BAISDfcN 

GAS CO 


RECEIVED* 

07/26/63 JA* WV 



ROARING FORK GAS 

6346725 

4704321174 

108 

ELBERT BAISDEH 91 

HARTS CREEK DISTRICT 

14.9 

-BRAXTON 

QU AND GAS CORP 

RECEIVED* 

97/24/63 JA* WV 



EQUITABLE GAS CO 

6544719 


4704102492 

108 

WHITE 92 

VANDALXA 

10.9 

-CHASE PETROLEUM 


RECEIVED* 

•7/26/A3 JA* WV 




6S46745 


4706505445 

102-3 

PRUNTY HEIRS 92 

UNION DISTRICT 

19.9 


6346727 


4708505714 

102-3 

WILSON-RIDDLE 11 

UNION DISTRICT 

23.0 


-CHESTER 

muet GAS CO 


RECEIVED* 

• 7/24/A3 JA* WV 



CABOT CORP 

6346724 

4710900449 

108 

CHESTER MILLER 91 

OCEANA DISTRICT 

6.3 

-CHESTERP1CLO CORP 


RECEIVED* 

•7/24/83 JA* WV 



COLUMBIA OAS TRAN 

8346704 


4709702343 

103 

DYCC MlKKLf WELL 92 - 47-B97-2343 

WASHINGTON 

9.9 

-CNRISMAN DRILLING COMPANY 

RECEIVED* 

07/26/63 JA* WV 



_ 

. 6344724 


4706120416 

106 

AlPHetfS HENDERSON HRS 02 

CLAY 

M 

equitable oas CO 
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JO NO JA DKT 

API NO 0 

SECC1) 5ECC2) WELL NAME 



PIELD NAME 

PROD 

PURCHASER 

-ClfICS SERVICE COMPANY 

RECEIVED 1 

97/26/83 JA* WV 







4704500121 

198 

ISLAND CREEK GAS 111 



ISLAND CREEK 

8.5 

SOUTHERN PUBLIC S 

SJ667S? 

4704506124 

1C8 

ISLAND CREEK GAS 812 



ISLAND CREEK 

1.7 

SOUTHERN PU8LIC 5 


4704509106 

198 

ISLAND CREEK GAS 93 



ISLAND CREEK 

5.8 

SOUTHERN PUBLIC 5 

?S*67J5 

4704509114 

ica 

ISLAND CREEK GAS 16 



ISLAND CREEK 

8.4 

SOUTHERN PUBLIC S 

8J44737 

4704509110 

108 

ISLAND CREEK CAS 81 



ISLAND CREEK 

3.6 

SOUTHERN PUBLIC 5 

•COLUMBUI HOBBS'OPERATOR 

RECEIVED 1 

67/26/83 JA * WV 






ASA67M 

4705401637 

168 

1 W THORNTON 61 



MINGO 

2.7 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

434674? 

4705401936 

198 

COIIGA DEV CO LEASE 2 - WELL 2 

MINGO 

1.9 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

•144711 

4704300602 

108 

5UR tlDAHUDSON 61 



WASHINGTON DISTRICT 

7.7 

ROARING FORK GAS 

•OPINION OIL 1 CAS CO 


RECEIVED* 

67/26/63 JA* WV 






5)46728 

4700701221 

K8 

SINGLETON 1 62 



SALT LICK 

1.9 

CONSOLIDATED GAS 

•UTIL MILL 


RECEIVED 1 

67/26/83 JA; WV 






4)46716 

4703501114 

108 

ESTIL HILL 94 



RAVENSWOOO 

5.8 

GAS TRANSPORT INC 

•GULF OIL CORPORATION 


RECEIVED! 

67/26/83 JA: WV 






4346704 

4704160945 

108 

RINEHART 91 



VADIS 

4.8 

C9UITABLE OAS CO 

•HAODAO 1 BROOKS INC 


RFCF1VED* 

07/26/83 JA* WV 






4)46715 

4710301244 

102-3 

CALVIN BARR 61 



grant 

36.8 


-INTERSTATE OR2L L 11*0 INC 

RECEIVED! 

67/26/83 JA* WV 






S 346 7 10 

4704103125 

198 

MCCLAIN 91 



COLLINS 

18.6 

CONSOLIDATED GAS 

4146712 

4704103143 

106 

MCCLAIN 92 



COLLINS 

12.8 

CONSOLIDATED GAS 

•JAMES F SCOTT 


RECEIVED! 

67/26/83 JA * WV 






4346 720 

4704103924 

1 08 

CLARICE WARFIELD 5-346 



HACKERS CREEK 

4.4 

CONSOLIDATED OAS 

4546721 

4703302470 

198 

DUANE SOUTHERN 5-322 



SARDIS 

4.6 

CONSOLIDATED GAS 

?546718 

4701702474 

198 

STANLEY RICHARDS 92 5-343 


GREEMDRIER 

6.3 

CONSOLIDATED GAS 

6546717 

4703301110 

108 

T P REYNOLDS 63 5-269 



COAL 

45.6 

CONSOLIDATED GAS 

6546722 

4703502461 

188 

TRUMAN GORE 5-311 



COAL DISTRICT 

2.3 

CONSOLIDATED GAS 

-JOHN l DIAL 


RECEIVED 1 

67/26/83 JA: WV 






4)46768 

4704421041 

188 

0 P BELCMER 61 



SUTLER 

2.6 

DEVON CORP 

-NATURAL CAS Of WEST VIRGINIA INC 

RECEIVED* 

67/26/83 JA * WV 






4646707 

4703501055 

108 

OTLO HARRISON 81 



RIPLEY DISTRICT 

4.0 

CONSOLIDATED OAS 

-PEAKE OPERATING CO 


RECEIVED* 

67/26/83 J A t WV 






4546745 

4710400874 

102-2 

GEORGIA PACIFIC ll-AOP 



(OCEANA DISTRICT) 

5.6 

CONSOLIDATED OAS 

4546720 

4700130540 

108 

WEICHIANDS 61-AW 



SLAB FORK 

5.6 

CONSOLIDATED GAS 

-PiTRO-LEWIS CORPORATION 

RECEIVED* 

67/26/83 JA; WV 






4546740 

4700100417 

106 

TKE RUCKER 91 



VALLEY 

3 2 

partnership prope 

45467 56 

4704701471 

106 

TKE YOAKUM B 11 



UNION 

3.1 

PARTNERSHIP PROPE 

-PETROLEUM DEVELOPMENT 

CORP 

RECEIVED* 

67/26/83 JA* WV 






4546 716 

4707301352 

102-3 

DENTON CURTIS 11 



MCKIM 

418.0 

CONSOLIDATED OAS 

4546715 

4707301353 

102-3 

DENTON CURTIS 92 



MCKIM 

169.0 

CONSOLIDATED GAS 

-SOUTH!** TRIANGLE Oil 

CO INC 

RECEIVED! 

•7/26/83 JA* WV 






4546750 

4701700810 

186 

COX D 12 



UNION 

8.3 

CONSOLIDATE GAS S 

. 4546751 

4709100120 

196 

GEORGE 91 



UNION 

8.5 

CONSOLIDATED GAS 

*546752 

4702101441 

186 

REED 11 



CENTER 

8.6 

CONSOLIDATED 6 GA 

4546753 

4702101483 

ICS 

REED R2 



CENTER 

1.7 

CONSOLIDATED GAS 

-S7ERUHQ DRILLING AND 

PROD CO INC 

RECEIVED! 

67/26/83 JA* WV 






6546744 

47015C2007 

108 

MCCRACKEN 9531 



OTTER DISTRICT 

14.8 

E9UITABIE GAS CO 

-STONEWALL OAS CO INC 


RECEtVEO* 

67/26/83 JA* WV 






6546725 

4763302244 

198 

0 W WILLIAMS 62 



TEN MILE 

2.6 

CONSOLIDATED GAS 

-wEVA Oil CORP 


RECEIVED 1 

•7/26/83 JA* WV 






. 1346706 

4716500414 

187-OV 

PHILLIPS 11-A 



BURNING SPRINGS 

58.1 

ROARING FORK GAS 

•• DEPARTMENT Of THE INTERIOR, MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE, METAIRIE,LA 






-AMOCO PRODUCTION CO 


RECElVEOi 

•7/27/83 JA; LA 3 






43467B7 02-3140 

1771640475 

102-5 

OCS-O-1487 1C-2 



EUGENE ISLAND 

1625.6 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

4)46741 03-3444 

1771046404 

102-5 

OC5-G-1987 WELL 1C-S 



EUGENE ISLAND 

2555.8 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

-CHEVRON U S a INC 


RECEIVED! 

67/27/83 JA« LA 3 






1 6346762 02-3246 

1772440115 

192-5 

OC5-G-1641 18-3 



MAIN PASS 

547.5 

SOUTHERN NATURAL 

4546755 02-3203 

1772446121 

192-5 

OCS-G-1641 IB-7 



MAIN PASS 

511.8 

SOUTHERN NATURAL 

6 346765 02-3355 

1772446101 

102-5 

OCS-O-2155 98-1 



MAIN PASS 

292.6 

SOUTHERN NATURAL 

•DIAMOND SHAMROCK CORPORATION 

RECEIVED* 

67/27/83 JA* LA 3 






63467B6 C2-3216 

1772541255 

162-5 

MAIN PASS ILK 116 85 



MAIN PASS AREA 

1.6 

SOUTHERN NATURAL 

*C*XOH CORPORATION 


RECEIVED* 

67/27/83 JA* LA 3 






•366755 03-3715 

1771046606 

162-1 

0C5-Q 4189 6A-4 



SOUTH MARSH ISLAND 

100.6 

COLUMBIA GAS TRAN 

-GETTY OIL COMPANY 


RECEIVED* 

• 7/27/83 JA * LA 3 






6346770 C3-36S5 

1772046007 

162-1 

CHANNEL EUR AREA 81K t7 

8-1 


CHANDEIEUR 

9.6 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

8346757 03-3666 

1772046000 

162-1 

CMANOElEUR AREA 8LK 17 

8-2 

CST-l) 

CHANDEIEUR 

9.0 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

6346773 03-3681 

1772040003 

162-1 

CMANDEL EUR AREA ILK 25 

A-l 


CHANDEIEUR 

9.6 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

8546771 G3-3682 

1772046004 

162-1 

CMANOElEUR AREA 8LK 25 

A-2 


CHANDEIEUR 

6.8 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

8346756 G3-368S 

1772040005 

162-1 

CHANDEIEUR AREA RIK 25 

A-S 


CHAMDClEUR 

6.6 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

8346772 03-3666 

1772046006 

162-1 

CHANOELEUR AREA RIK 25 

A-4 

(ST-t) 

CHANDEIEUR 

8.9 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

•GULP OIL CORPORATION 


RECEIVED* 

87/27/83 JA* LA 3 






8346706 03-3710 

1776446562 

162-1 

E CAMERON AIK 358 FID OCS-G 

l 35408- 

6 EAST CAMERON 

119.0 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

4546775 03-3675 

1772440246 

162-1 

OCS-O 4127 WELL A-5 



MAIN PASS AREA 

144.0 

SOUTHERN NATURAL 

-MCMORAN OFFSHORE EXPLORATION CO 

RECEtVEO* 

67/27/83 JA* LA 3 






0346774 05-3763 

1770846514 

162-1 

OCS-6 5221 6A-21 



SOUTH MARSH ISLAND 

73.9 


•MOBIL OIL EXPLORATION 

8 PROD 5 E 

RECEIVED* 

•7/27/83 JA* LA 3 






8346760 03-3475 

1770546225 

102-5 

VERMILION 8LK 23 6A-8B 



VERMILION 

6.9 

TRUNKLINE GAS CO 

•OOECO OIL B 0A5 CO 


RECEIVED* 

•7/27/83 JA< LA 3 






8344741 G2-3200 

1770148425 

102-5 

OCS-G-2893 63A 



EUGENE ISLAND 24 FIEL 

2099.0 

TENNESSEE OAS PIP 

8344706 62-3202 

1771166006 

162-5 

OCS-663 631A 



SHIP SHOAL 113 FIELD 

73.9 

TRANSCONTINENTAL 

8344743 62-3203 

1771140651 

102-5 

OCS-063 631C 



SHIP SHOAL Ill FIELD 

73.0 

TRANSCONTINENTAL 

83467S2 G3-353V 

1771140674 

102-5 

OCS-06S 636A 



SHIP SHOAL US FIELD 

1190.9 

TRANSCONTINENTAL 

8346716 02-3247 

1770340463 

162-5 

OC5-2S62 64A 



EAST CAMERON 

550.9 

MICHXOAN-WXSCONSI 

-SAMEOAN OIL CORPORATION 

RECEIVED* 

67/27/83 JA: LA 3 






6546701 G2-3220 

1770540523 

102-5 

VERMILION 8LK 76 WUL 

•4 


VERMILION AREA 

1009.0 

TRANSCONTINENTAL 

•346741 02-3206 

1770540531 

102-5 

VERMILION 8LK 74 WELL 

• 7 


VERMILION AREA 

1450.0 

TRANSCONTINENTAL 

•SHELL OFFSHORE 1HC 


RECEIVED* 

•7/27/83 JA* LA 3 






•344754 02-3212 

1776640247 

102-5 

OCS-O 2616 A-16A 



VERMILION 

609.9 

NATURAL GAS PIPEL 

-IENNECO OIL COMPANY 


RECEIVED* 

87/27/83 JA: LA 3 






6346747 03-3732 

1773140023 

102-1 

SABINE PASS 13 6A-3 



SABINE PASS 

1625.9 

TENNESSEE GAS PIP 

8346740 03-3441 

1773140023 

162-1 

SABIHt PASS 13 6A-3 



SABINE PASS 

1556.8 

TENNESSEE GAS PIP 

8344751 03-3410 

1771140643 

102-1 

SHIP SHOAL 181 68-11 



SHIP SHOAL 

167.8 


6344756 03-3411 

1773140672 

162-1 

SHIP SHOAL 181 96-12 



SHIP SHOAL 

107.0 


8344741 G3-3619 

1771140574 

102-1 

SHIP SHOAL 181 98-3 



SHIP SNOU 

1124.6 


6346712 03-3692 

1771140506 

102-1 

SHIP 5HOAL 181 98-5 



SHIP SHOAL 

15.2 


* 8344750 03-3613 

1771140611 

162-1 

SHIP SHOAL 181 98-6 



SHIP SHOAL 

44.0 


8344700 03-3739 

1770540503 

102-1 

VERMILION >5 14 



VERMILION 

1006.0 

TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

-TEXACO INC 


RECEIVEO* 

•7/27/83 JA* LA 3 






•344777 02-3172 

1771540477 

102-5 

DCS-G-2868 VERMILION 31 63 


VERMILION 

4414.0 

TEXAS OAS TRANSMI 

•346751 03-3441 

1770S4C5S1 

102-5 

OCS-O-2868 VERMILION 31 6S 


VERMILION 

5475.8 

TEXAS GAS TRANSMI 

•344703 03-3494 

1770540530 

102-5 

VERMILION 31 64 



VERMILION 

163.8 


4344794 03-3671 

177954055? 

162-5 

VERMILION 31 16 



VERMILION 

3693.8 

TEXAS GAS TRANSMI 

-UNION OIL COMPANY Of 

CALIF 

RECEIVED* 

•7/27/83 JA* LA 3 






. 5344701 02-3260 

1779500163 

162-5 

DCS 0264 6A-3 



VERMILION 

475.8 

TENNESSEE OAS PIP 

- 1344771 03-3734 

1776540410 

192-1 

0C5-0-4268 6A-1 



VERMILION 

1934.9 
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JO MO JA 

API HO 0 

5ECC1> 3ECC2) WELL NAME 



FIELD HANE 

PROO 

PURCHASER 

#344783 C3-3729 

1774344414 

107-DP 

OC5-0348 03 (SIDETRACK 92) 

VERNUXON 

359.8 

COLUMBIA 9AS TRAN 

8344737 03-3487 

1774540491 

107-DP 

0CS-0548 17 



VERMILION 

2008.8 

-AHIN01 L USA 1KC 


RECEIVED' 

§7/27/83 JA* TX 

3 





8344744 G2-3294 

4271140288 

102-5 

HIGH ISLAND ILK 339 

• A-26 A 

HIGH ISLAND 

IS.9 

NATURAL OAS P|FCl 

-EXXON CORPORATION 


RECEIVED' 

97/27/85 JA‘ TX 

3 




8344774 02-3257 

4271140298 

102-5 

CCS-0 2425 19-1 



HIGH ISLAND 

799.9 

COLUMBIA OAS Tti* 

8344795 03-3445 

4V0340144 

102-3 

OCS-G-3044 1-1 



MATAGORDA 432 FIELD 

819.9 

SOUTHERN NATURAL 

8344744 03-3547 

4270344155 

102-1 

CCS-G-4130 8-3 



NATAOOROA 443 FIELD 

1899.9 

SOUTHERN NATURAL 

-SMF.il OFFSHORE INC 


RECEIVED' 

97/27/83 JA' TX 

3 




8344778 02-3154 

4270340032 

102-3 

0C5-G 5087 JA-3A 



MATAGORDA ISLAND 

809.9 

transcontinental 

-TENMECO OU CC.1MKY 


RECEIVED' 

•7/27/83 JA' TX 

3 




8344743 03-3473 

4279340113 

102-1 

MATAGORDA ISLAND 

712 

•2 (4-1) 

NATAOOROA ISLAND 

3459.9 


8344741 03-3474 

4279340148 

192-1 

MATAGORDA ISLAND 

712 

•3 (A-2) 

MATAGORDA ISLAND 

•959.0 


*■ DEPARTMENT OF THE 

INTERIOR. NINCRAIS NANAGENCNT SERVICE. CASPER. 

,WY 





-CE0RE50URCES IMC 


RECEIVED' 

• 7/25/83 JA * NT 

3 





8344582 H 413-2 

2581121303 

198 

FEOERAL 91-34 



HAMMOND OAS FIELD 

19.0 

MONTANA DAKOTA UT 

8344381 H 412-2 

2501121243 

198 

FEDERAL 1-3 



HAMMOND 

11.1 

MONTANA-DAKOTA UT 

-MIDLANDS GAS CORPORATION 

RECEIVED* 

•7/25/83 JA' NT 

3 




8344584 M 432'2 

2587121793 

198 

FEDERAL 1 2249 



BOW DO IN 

22.9 

K N ENERGY INC 

8344583 H 433-2 

2507121449 

198 

FEDERAL 1 2712 



UNNAMED 

22.0 

K N ENERGY INC 

-FARMERS UNION CENTRA! EXCHANGE INC 

RECEIVED' 

•7/25/83 JA' ND 

3 




8344574 NO 410-2 

3380790831 

192-2 

FEDERAL 4-4 



ELKHORN RANCH 

259.0 

KOCH HYDROCARBON 

-KOCH INDUSTRIES INC 


RECEXVCO* 

• 7/25/83 JA» ND 

3 





8344584 ND 411-2 

3300700824 

192-2 

FEDERAL 14-21 



AHOERSOM COULEE 

44.9 

MONT ANA-DAKOT A UT 

-MTS UNITED PARTNERSHIP 

RECEIVED' 

•7/25/83 JA' ND 

5 




8344583 ND 422-2 

3302500280 

192-2 

FEDERAL 19 91 



•EAR CREEK 

739.9 


«* 8UREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS* OSAGE AGENCY, PAWWUSKA.OK 




- 


•JANES P KAISER 4 CO 


RECEIVED* 

•7/25/83 JA* OK 

8 





8344547 

3511300880 

19S 

LONG 1-4 



SOUTH 8ARNSOAU FIELD 

199.9 

PHILLIPS PETROLED 

-ROUOEOI 011 4 CAS CORP 

RECEIVED* 

•7/25/83 JA* OK 

8 





8344548 

3511327379 

108 

KELLY 1-A 



FLATROCK 

18.9 

PHILLIPS PETROLED 

8344552 

3511309000 

108 

KENNEDY 13 



8IRD CREEK 

DO 

PHILLIPS PETROLED 

8344554 

3511309009 

108 

KENNEDY 18 



8IRD CREEK 

1.4 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

8344551 

3511325022 

108 

KENNEDY 2-1 



8IRD CREEK 

7.9 

PHILLIPS PETROLED 

8344549 

3511300909 

103 

3COTI •• 



FLATROCK 

18.0 

PHILLIPS PETROLLJ 

-SOUTKWXHD PRODUCTION 

CO 

RECEIVED' 

•7/25/83 JA> OK 

8 





•344544 

3S1X300909 

103 

FREEMAN 91-8 



HEM INS 

94.9 


-TAURUS OIL CORP 


RECEIVED* 

•7/25/83 JA' OK 

8 





_ 8344544 

3311309909 

102-2 

EAST ADANS RANCH 

1A 


WILDCAT 

343.9 

PHILLIPS PETROL EU 

8344545 

3311399909 

102-2 

EAST ADAMS RANCH 

2 A 


WILDCAT 

127.8 

PHILLIPS PETROL EU 


[KR Doc 0-22231 Kkrd 8-12-83. 0*8 *n| 

B4LLNRG COOf 4717-01-C 
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| Volume 9491 

Determination* by Jurisdictional 
Agencies Under the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978 

Untied: August 10. 1983. 

The following notices of 
determination were received from the 
indicated jurisdictional agencies by the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
pursuant to the Natural Gas Policy Act 
of 1978 and 18 CFR 274.104. Negative 
determinations are indicated by a ”0“ 
before the section code. Estimated 
annual production (PROD) is in million 
cubic feet (MMCF). 

The applications for determination are 
available for inspection except to the 
extent such material is confidential 


under 18 CFR 275.206. at the 
Commission's Division of Public 
Information, Room 1000. 825 North 
Capitol St, Washington. D.C. Persons 
objecting to any of these determinations 
may, in accordance with 18 CFR 275.203 
and 275.204, file a protest with the 
Commission within fifteen days after 
publication of notice in the Federal 
Register. 

Source data from the Form 121 for this 
and all previous notices is available on 
magnetic tape from the National 
Technical Information Service (NT1S). 
For information, contact Stuart 
Weiaman (NTIS) at (703) 487-1808. 5285 
Port Royal Rd. Springfield. Va 22161. 

Categories within each NGPA section 
are indicated by the following codes: 


Section 102-1: New OCS lease 
Section 102-2: New well (2.5 Mite rule) 
Section 102-3: New well (1000 Ft rule] 
Section 102-4: New onshore reservoir 
Section 102-5: New reservoir on old OCS 
lease 

Section 107-DP. 15.000 feet or deeper 
Section 107-GB: Geoppresiured brine 
Section 107-CS. Coal Seams 
Section 107-DV: Devonian Shale 
Section 107-PE: Production enhancement 
Section 107-TF: New tight formation 
Section 107-RT: Recompletion tight 
formation 

Section 108: Stripper well 
Section 10B-SA Seasonally affected 
Section 108-ER Enhanced recovery 
Section 108-PB: Pressure buildup 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 


JD MO JA DAT 


API MO 


MOTICE or DETERMINATIONS 

issrco AuersT 10, mi 

o srem sec(2I well make 


MELD MAKE 


volume oao 

PffOO PURCHASES 


TEXAS RAILROAD COMMISSION 


•ADA Oil EXPlORATION CORP 
1344939 MM4UU 4203100409 
6 5*491* F-03-44253 *295100900 

-AWYANOCt 0 CASPAR 
A5*4945 P-7C-047323 *2*4131951 

-AMCRADA HESS CORPORATION 
95*4921 F-03-44879 *250531339 

-AMERICAN OUTA CORP 
4JA4S12 F-03-05S831 4214951217 

-AMERICAN QUASAR PETROLEUM CO 
1544937 P-09-O471A4 42191501*0 

-AMOCO PRODUCTION CO 
85*49** P-04-047494 4247933503 

85**040 P-04-04419 4247935303 

05*4090 P-04-45311 4247933314 

85*4990 F-9A-040394 4221933743 

APACHE CORPORATION 
£5*4994 P-10* 040539 4249300000 

■ ARCADIA RCF2MIN0 CO 
£5*4013 P-04-035971 4234331491 

ARC0 Oil AMD 9AS COMPANY 
£34*094 P-03-45594 4233130373 

£3*4949 9-19-043912 4229331927 

■AtWILL Oil CO INC 
4544949 P-79-047725 4203934053 

-8AR0EE INC 

15*4955 P-79-047917 4223332417 

•IASS ENTERPRISES PRODUCTION CO 
£3*4999 P-09-044399 42*9331311 

- KI SON PETROLEUM CORP 
13*4470 P-14-44443 4235700000 

*STA Oil PRODUCERS 
15*4900 FiS 0441)4 4217331400 

*»r*D I ZADECK EXPLORATION 
15*4802 P-04-052451 4234331370 

•CAl ENEROY PROPERTIES INC 
43*4071 F-74-44947 4242909000 

85*4472 P-71-44964 4242999000 

,-CNAMPHH PETROL ION COMPANY 
43*4991 P-03044427 4203132410 

45*4994 P-03-049724 4204130912 

45*4810 P-03-054249 4203132248 

85*4950 P-04-047743 4233331404 

-CHAPARRAL MINERALS INC 
43*4942 9-03-047*44 *20*130890 

83*4943 P-03-447443 4204130939 


RECEIVED* 07/29/93 JA* TX 

102-2 LAKIVICW UNIT 01 

102-2 WEST BIRCH CRIES PARK 12 

RECEIVED* 07/29/93 JAi TX 

103 HOLLY 3-1 UEU 009979 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA* TX 

102-2 103 IE0NAR0 NATNES ESTATE 09 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA* TX 

102-4 TAYLOR ESTATE UNIT 01 0902197 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA» TX 

102-4 103 PHILLIP 01 

RECEIVED* 07/29/93 JA» TX 

107-TP XULAM-HURD-AMOCO /O/ 91 

102-4 KILLAM-MURD-AMOCO /$/ 01 

102-4 KILLAM-HURD-AMOCO /!/ 01 

103 LEVEUAHD UNIT 0809 

RECEIVED* §7/29/93 JA* TX 

107- DP KEY 02 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA* TX 

183 107-TP LILLIAN JERNIGAM 01 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA * TX 

102-4 ARCO FOLEY SECTION 24 01 

102-4 S0REMSOM-DIX0N UNIT 02 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA* TX 

102-4 NATHAN S POSTER 01 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA* IX 

182-4 8ISH0P 01 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA* TX 

183 PAN AM ••• HILL MITCHELL TR 2 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA* TX 

108- ER HERNDON 01 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA* TX 

102-4 1102 JV-P FRY 01 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA* IX 

102-2 W C RA1M901T 0I-A 

RECEIVED* 07/29/93 JA* TX 

102-4 BRIDEN 01-A (1033417 

102-4 CHANEY 01 

RECEIVED* 07/29/85 JA* IX 

102-2 A M TIETJEN 01 

102-2 CHARLES PATRANfllA 02 

102-2 C J KNCSEK 01 

103 O P UARDMER 0140 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA» TX 

102-4 D M C CORP 11 

102-4 POLLY RANCH 02 


• 7 


01DDINCS 0.0 

OIDOIMGS (AUSTIN CMAl 192.3 

AMACXIR-T1PPETT CSW S 43.7 

LOS M0G0TCS (WILDCAT7 125.0 

GIDOIMOS (EDWARDS CAS 0.0 

J DODCIN SURVEY A-377 0.0 

WILDCAT 1043.0 

WILDCAT 1095.0 

CASA VERDE (WILCOX LO 1100.0 
LEVEllAND 0.8 

KEY (MORROW U) 2190.0 

IETKAMT (COTTON VALLE 0.0 

DEVILS POCKET WEST 330.0 
KIOWA CREEK N (MORROW 43.0 

MIS RA12ES (DUFFER> 1.0 

JEFFERIES LUCK 3.4 

HAILEY (CLEARFORK) 1.4 

ELLIS RANCH 0.0 

BLALOCK LAKE SE (WOLF 34.S 

DOTSON 3 143.1 

BROOKE (DUPPER7 9.9 

BROOKE (CONGO 73.0 

BIDDINGS (AUSTIN CMAl 100.3 
IRYAN (WOODBINE) 184.3 

810 A (TAYLOR) 471.0 

STRATTON (1-147 0.0 

8RYAN (WOOD#THE7 130.0 

4SYAM (UOOOtlNE) 113.0 


PHILLIPS PETRO.EO 
PHILLIPS PETR0LEU 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

NATURAL OAS PXPEl 

CLAJON OAS CO 

LONE STAR GAS CO 

UNITED TEXAS TRAN 
UNITED TEXAS TRAN 
UNITED TEXAS TRAN 
AMOCO PRODUCTION 

PALO DURO PXPELIN 

UNITED GAS PIPELI 

ARCO CHEMICAL CO 
transwestirn PIPE 

LIQUID ENERGY COR 

CONOCO INC 

TRANSWESTIRN PIPE 

DIAMOND SHAMROCK 

PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

UNITED GAS PIPE l 

WARREN PETROLEUM 
WARREN PETROLEUM 

FERGUSON CROSSING 
FERGUSON CROSSING 
FERGUSON CROSSING 
TENNESSEE 6AS PIP 

FCROUSOM CROSSINO 
FERGUSON CROSSINO 
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JO HO JA OKT 


API HO 


o seem secm ueu name 


-CHAS F DOMINY 

83*6963 F-78-047973 4201309001 

-CIKMARON Oil CO INC 
*3*6797 F-7B-039648 *22210690® 

-CIRCLE SEVEN PRODUCTION CO 
*3*6902 P-78-063226 *236732*21 

-CITIES SERVICE COMPANY 
*3*6930 F-09*64939 *2*9732*9* 

-COLORADO IHTtRSTATE CAS CO 
83*4309 F-10-05*102 *237300000 

-CONOUEST EXPLORATION CO 
83*6868 F-7C-46600 *21033*275 

83*6867 P-7C-4*5*9 *21033*2*6 

83*6880 P-7C-65Z0* 

83*6866 F-7C-4*S98 

83*6863 F-7C-6*597 

-COOK EXPLORATION CO 
81*4932 F-86-067993 

83*6883 F-06-65271 

-CORDOVA RESOURCES INC 
83*6907 F-7S-460* 3 

83*68*3 F-09-062772 _I 

-DALLAS ENERGY DEVELOPMENT CORF I 
83*4903 F-71-4590* *21333**** 

-DIAMONO SHAMROCK CORPORATION 
63*4911 F-10-66184 *221100000 

83*4909 P-10-66183 *221100000 

-DISCOVERY OPERATING INC 
83*4988 F-8A-048381 *231732673 

83*701* F-7C-066S82 

83*701* F-7C-048882 

-DYNE 0X1 I GAS INC 
83*6968 F-10-048086 

-ENRE CCRP 


*21033*296 

*21053*2*7 

*21053*27* 

*218390900 

*22033093* 

*21333*284 

*22373*611 


*2*1331293 

*2*1331293 


*2*2113023 


RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA* TX 

103 J UCLIS •A* 1-A -131* 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA* TX 

102-* 5UNRAY/L1TTLE 01 ID 92083 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA> TX 

102-* R l SCOTT 91 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA * TX 

103 WEST CHICO UNIT 0713 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA* TX 

10* BIVINS 26R 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA* TX 

103 107-TF JEAN "J* SCHEUBEt *-31 180*32 

103 107-TF JEAN SCHEUBEt "D" *-24 17**9* 


193 107* 

103 107- 

103 107* 

RECEIVED* 
103 

103 187- 

RCCE1VEO* 
103 
103 

RECEIVED* 

102 -* 

RECEIVED* 

10 * 

II* 

RECEIVED* 

103 

10?-* 103 

107-TF 
RECEIVED* 
10 * 

RECEIVED* 


TF JONES RANCH 3-3* 

TF JONES RANCH 5-27 17*511 
TF SCHEUBEt *-30 1B01** 
07/29/03 JA* TX 
CASTLBERRY 0* 

TF KEASLER II 
07/29/83 JA* TX 
E C CLARK 01 
ELLIS 03 

07/29/63 JA* TX 
ST JOHNS 02 
•7/29/83 JA* TX 
CHARLES TUBB •* 
FRANK SHAllER m O m 02 
•7/29/83 JA* TX 
HGF-SHITH "A w 01 
FRUGEl 01 
PRUGEl 01 

•7/29/83 JA* TX 

SPARKS-8ROWDER 0103222 
•7/29/83 JA* TX 


FIELD NAME 

COLEMAN COUNTY REGULA 
GRANBURY N E (MARBLE 

CHICO WEST (CADDO CON 

PANHANDLE WEST (RED C 

DAVIDSON RANCH 
DAVIDSON RANCH (PENN 
DAVIDSON RANCH (PEHN 
DAVIDSON RANCH 
DAVIDSON RANCH 

WILLOW SPRINGS - HACX 
LANSING NORTH (COTTON 

EASTLAND COUNTY REGUL 
CLL2S 


PROD PURCHASER 

3000.8 LONE STAR Gas CO 

292.0 EMPIRE PIPELINE C 

0.0 SOUTHWESTERN 6A* 

37.0 CITIES SERVtCE CO 

0.0 COLORADO INTE95J4 

1*0.0 INTRATEX BAS CO 
186.0 INTRATEX GAS CO 
109.0 INTRATEX CAS CO 
0.0 INTRATEX GAS CO 
0.0 INTRATEX GAS CO 

0.0 ARKANSAS LOUtSlAN 
110.0 ARKANSAS LOUISIAN 

28.S SOUTHWESTERN CAS 
114.1 SOUTHWESTERN GAS 


CAMPBELL (MARBLE FALL 44.1 EL PASO NYDAOCAtl 


CANADIAN SE 
CANADIAN SE 

ACKERLY (DEAN SAND) 
W 0 D (CANYON! 

MOD (CANYON) 

TEXAS NUGOTON 


-FAIRCHILD PETROLEUM CORP 
83*6925 P-7B-6476B *2083330*9 

-FIRST CALGARY USA INC 
83*6827 F-78-059236 *236332302 

-FORGOTSOH JAMES H JR 
•3*48*1 F-06-042*98 *2*8100000 

-FOUR C OIL 4 GAS CORP 
83*683* F-08-061199 *237133941 

-FUNK EXPLORATION INC 
83*69*0 F-l0-047384 *229500000 

-GETTY OIL COMPANY 


•7/29/83 JA* TX 

RODNEY N HAMON 01-4 
•7/29/83 JA* TX 

W M CLARK 91 

_ 07/29/83 JA* TX 

103 107-TF J R PEPPER GAS UNIT WELL 

RECEIVED* 07/29/63 JA* TX 

K1TSIE t 

07/29/63 JA* TX 

REYNOLDS 2-A 
07/29/83 JA* TX 


RECEIVED* 

102 -* 

RECEIVED* 

108 

RECEIVED* 


102-* 103 

RECEIVED* 
102 -* 
RECEIVED* 


-GMR ENERGY CORP 
83*6920 F-0*-645*l *250531591 

-GILLESPIE DRILLING CO 
83*4995 F-7B-06833* *22533251* 

-GREAT WESTERN MINERALS 
83*7003 F-03-068754 *2201308*5 

-GROVER J GEISELMAN 
83*4861 8-03-6**33 *2157313*3 

-GUARDIAN OIL CO 

83*6839 P-03-042147 4232131093 

-HIS OPERATING INC 
83*4997 F-7»-04*3*0 *234732*3* 

-M B ZACHRY CO 

83*4823 F-04-058305 *238531393 

-N L M OIL I GAS CO INC 
83*486* P-09-6**78 *2*9732*97 

-HERITAGE OPERATING CO INC 
83*6946 F-03-047995 *208900000 

-HIGMtANO RESOURCES INC 
83*4919 F-8A-46S02 *214332370 

-HILL INTERNATIONAL PRODUCTION CO 
83*6817 F-04-0S411B *23*730470 

83*4922 F-06-4663O *23*7308*6 

63*4921 F-06-66629 *23*7306*4 

83*4808 F-04-0540** *2*0131364 

-HILL PRODUCTION CO-WISCONSIN 


RECEIVED! 07/29/83 JAi TX 

102-* 107-TF 0 GUTIERREZ tl-C 

RECEIVED! 07/29/83 JA: TX 

192-* JIVIDfM 01 (19801) 

RECEIVED! 07/29/83 JA* TX 

102-* ANDREW R SCKWEINLE 01 

RECEIVED! B7/29/B3 JA* TX 

103 BUSHNEll WELL «*A 102827 

RECEIVED! 87/29/83 JA* TX 

102-* MATTIE SAULS II 

RECEIVED! 87/29/83 JA* TX 

103 BALLARD 11 

RECEIVED! B7/29/83 JAi TX 

103 HI ZACHRY COMPANY FEE 09 

RECEIVED! 07/29/83 JAi TX 

193 SEWELL 01 IRC 10 10*064 

RECEIVED! 07/29/83 JAi TX 

102-* TUIAHE GORDON 92 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA* TX 

103 THOMAS GUIRK 81 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA> TX 

102-* E J EDWARDS 81 

102-4 E J EDWARDS 03-1 

102-* E J EDWARDS 03-U 

102-4 KINNEY 11NDSTRON FOUNDATION INC 01 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JAt TX 


0.0 NORTHERN NATURAL 
8.0 NORTHERN NATURAL 

0.0 TEXACO INC 
9.0 FARMLAND INDUSTII 
0.0 FARMLAND INDUSTRI 

20.0 DIAMOND SHAMROCK 


*3*4819 

F-7B-05651* 

*205938921 

108 

ISEHWOWER PROPERTIES -3- 0? 063510 

CALLAHAN COUNTY REGUL 

8.8 

83*6*1* 

F-71-056513 

*205930928 

108 

ISENMOWER PROPERTIES -3- 833 B70273 

CALLAHAN COUNTY REGUL 

0.0 

*3*6820 

F-78-054515 

*205930885 

108 

X5ENHOWER PROPERTIES 01 (063509) 

CALLAHAN COUNTY REGUL 

0.0 

83*6*21 

F-78-056314 

*205900000 

108 

MAR5T0N SURIES 02 (043508) 

CALLAHAN COUNTY REGUL 

0.0 

-ENSERCM 

EXPLORATION INC 

RECEIVED: 

•7/29/83 JA: TX 



83*6663 

F-0S“6***9 

*221300000 

103 

M W INGRAM 83C 

OPELIKA (JAMES LIME) 

0.0 

83*6862 

F-0S-4***8 

*221300000 

103 

M M INGRAM I3T 

OPELIKA (TRAVIS PEAK) 

0.0 

-EXXON CORPORATION 


RECEIVED* 

07/29/83 JA* TX 



83*6888 

F-08-65436 

*21333*037 

103 

AUGUSTA BARROW t?7 

HENCE (ORAY8URG) 

1.8 

83*7008 

F-08-048827 

*200333203 

103 

FULLERTON ClEARFORK UNIT 81241 

FULLERTON 

13. • 

83*6958 

F-06-06/8*1 

*2*2330515 

102-4 

JOHN A SAMPSON 02 

OVFRTON S (TRAVIS PEA 

34.9 

83*7005 

F-04-048749 

*22*731717 

103 

JUAN JUAREZ 5 (ID PENDING) 

KELSEY S <17-A) 

292.• 

83*688* 

F-03-45274 

*213731367 

103 

KATY GAS FIELD UNIT 82 W-65 

KATY S (FIRST UXlCOX) 

503.7 

83*4954 

F-08-16/820 

*200333*27 

103 

MEANS/SAN ANDRES/UNIT 46248 

MEANS 

IS.# 

83*68*7 

F-10-45451 

*229530519 

108 

SCHULTZ BROS "E” 82 

LIPSCOMB 

11.• 


MENEFEE (HOME CtEEK) 34 

paid pinto county re* 9 

OAK HILL (COTTON VAll 340 
KITSIE (MIDDLE CLCARP 75 
RICK*S UPPER MORROW 1*4 


.0 UNION TEXAS PETtO 

• SOUTHWESTERN GAS 

• hydrocarbon LTD 

0 PERRY PIPELINE CO 

• HIGH PLAINS NATUR 


83*6873 

F-04-64972 

*2*7900000 

107-4 


DIX RANCH 117*4 

DIX RANCH (LOWER WlLC 

0 0 

83*6832 

F-04-040591 

*2*7900000 

102-4 

1B7-TP 

DIX RANCH 01745 

DIX RANCH (LOWER WILC 

0.0 

83*6869 

F-0*-6*684 

*2*7900000 

102-4 

107-TF 

DIX RANCH 0209 

DIX RANCH (LOWER WILC 

8. • 

83*6830 

F-03-059990 

*20*100900 

102-2 


L LEO 01 

BRYAN (WOODBINE) 

50.0 

83*692* 

F-05-66487 

*200100000 

102-4 


N N WILLS m Z m 91 

INGRAM TRINITY (RODES 

8.8 

83*7010 

F-03-048845 

*205100000 

102-2 


SANTA FE M* 02 

GIDDINGS (AUSTIN CHAl 

8.8 

•144981 

F-08-458** 

*236500000 

108-CR 


WERNER "*• 01 

CARTANGE 

8.9 

8344815 

F-04-054113 

*234500000 

108-ER 


WERNER R 01 

CARTHAGE (PALUXY) 

8.8 


BENAVIDES (1080 B40B) SOB 

ANNE (CISCO SAND) 135 

INDIAN MILLS (COOK MO 121 

NEEDVILLE (MIOCENE *• • 

BAY CITY *08 

WHITT (BIO SALINE) 128 

RANOAOO RANCH 255 

BOONSVILIC (BEND CONO • 

CHCSTERVlllf S E (377 8 

HOMAN* (YATES) 108 

TOOLAN (TRAVIS PEAK) 200. 

TOOLAN (TRAVIS PEAK) 182 

TOOL AN (PETTIT LOWER) 345. 

WILL (7850* SAND) 0. 


0 UNITED TEXAS "AN 

• CONOCO INC 

I SOUTH TEXAS GATMC 
0 PHILLIPS PETROL ED 
0 TENNESSEE GAS PIP 
0 SOUTHWESTERN GAS 
3 VALERO INTERSTATE 

• LONE STAR GAS CO 
i SEAGULL PIPIII#* 

I WESTAR TRANSHISS! 

• LIBERTY NATURAL J 

• LIBERTY NATURAL 0 

• LIBERTY NATURAL G 

• UNITED GAS PIPE i 


83*4814 

F-OA-056115 

*23*730498 

102-* 


BEN IRWIN 01 

TOOLAN (TRAVIS PEAK) 

288.8 

83*4807 

F-04-053748 

*2*8131351 

102-* 


J C HILL IN ESTATE 81 

PINCHILL SE (TRAVIS P 

219.8 

-WHO OIL 

COMPANY 


RECEIVED! 07/29/83 JAi TX 



83*4915 

F-7C-44293 

*2*3500010 

103 

107-TF 

MAYFIELD *39* 05 

SAWYER (CANYON) 

9.8 

83*4914 

F-7C-44295 

*2*3500000 

103 

107-TF 

RICHARDSON -135* 0* 

SAWYER (CANYON) 

113.1 

83*4853 

F-0*-0637*3 

*250500000 

103 

107-TF 

SALVADOR GARCIA 01 

ROLETA (8158) 

8.8 

83*4917 

F-7C-44294 

*2*3500000 

103 

107-TF 

VANOERSTUCKEN -71* 06 

SAWYER (CANYON) 

98.8 

-IHEXCO OIL COMPANY 


RCCfXVEO* 07/29/63 JA* TX 



83*4883 

F-03-45370 

421*930932 

102-2 


GOSSIC STEIN 81 

GIDDINGS (AUST1N-CHAI 

73.8 

~ 83*498* 

F-03-048257 

*21*931*83 

102-2 


TOMMIE 1 0 BREWER 83 

GIDDINGS (AUSTIN CHAl 

58.8 
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JO MO JA OKI 


API MO 


0 SECCl) SECC2) WELL NAME 


FIELD NAME 


PROD PURCHASER 


-j fAUl GOLDSMITH 
854*0*2 F-06-067672 *23*531516 

-UMH.fi IN » Hum 
I34***l F-O1O*540* *256300600 

-lA«IAf Oil I CAS 
814700? F-76-068818 *2*2033*23 

-MGOIRE Oil COMPANY 
8!4*1it F-03-**3*7 *232100006 

-HjiRSNAll exploration INC 
854*147 7-03-0*7*02 *231330*30 

-P4Y PETROLEUM IMC 
83460*0 P-10-007303 *22053065* 

834700* P-10-066707 *210530673 

-miFIElD CTU I CA5 CO 
8546670 P-10-05203 *23733063* 

-riccooo EXPLORATION 
8346003 P-04-067001 *235300000 

-PCnORAM EXPLORATION CO 
•346633 F-02-000660 *27033026* 

-MCMUttEV PETROLEUM IMC 
8347012 P-03-066605 *20*13060* 

8346620 P-00-050306 4241030412 

8346036 P-03-007241 4204130662 

6347013 P-63-006840 *264130002 

HC2 IMC 

834061* P-03-030000 020*1307*0 

-MITCHELL ENERGY CORPORATION 
834*631 P-7C-060300 *245131033 

8346004 F-00-068520 *240732400 

8340700 F-03-04352O 4231300000 

8347001 F-03-006745 *214000000 

8340034 7-0 3* 067130 4231330427 

8346670 F-60-05152 4240700000 

-mm PROG IEXAS t NEW MEXICO INC 
8346060 F-03-047028 4220131386 

6346030 F-63-007150 4210031763 

•MODERN EXPLORATION IMC 
6346882 P-64-05235 *22*000008 

-MUSTANG EXPIOPATIOM CO INC 
6346057 P-03-007824 4214060000 

-NORTH AMERICAN ROYAIT1ES INC 
3346676 P-6A-05201 *210332423 

-NORTH STAR PETROLEUM CORPORATION 
“ 8340661 F-16-05227 4223300000 

-0 ! I ENERGY INC 
8340647 F-7C-00206? 42*5131666 

8346844 F-7C-062756 *245131070 

-PATRICK PETROLEUM CORP (MI) 

8546824 F-62-038660 4220732856 

-PATTERSON PETROIFUM INC 
3 546601 P-03-0553? 4214031443 

“rain E CAMERON JR INC 

8346700 F-02-611373 4217500066 

-PtRRYMAN OIL A GAS INC 
6346000 F-02-066734 4262531020 

-P’EIROlCOM EQUITIES CORP 
8346003 P-7C05018 4243532023 

8 546006 P-7C-0S010 42*3532016 

•PETROLEUM MANAGEMENT INC 
8340085 F-04-066266 *2*6050700 

-PHILLIPS PETROLEUM COMPANY 
834000* f• 10-05000 *217000000 

A 546626 F-7C-050247 *2*3531316 

PIMEWOOD EXPLORATION INC 
8546033 F-60-061135 *236331313 

•PIONEER PRODUCTION CORPORATION 
8346850 F-8A-00307* *263336327 

•PLAINS RESOURCES INC 
8346073 P-16-068127 *230336627 

-PRAIRIE PRODUCING CO 
8346448 F-60-607033 *23*730072 

-PRINGLE PETROLEUM INC 
8146800 F-03-OS770 *220160006 

-OUANAN OR ItlING t EXPLORATION INC 
8340833 P-76-003022 *230700060 

*AU ENERGY CO»P 
8546077 P-76-06BI07 *2*1700060 

8346033 F-76-066240 *230732456 

834*370 F-71-006206 *208333370 

854*800 P-76-05633 *230333677 

*R*G engineering inc 


RECEIVED’ 
162-* 
RECEIVED’ 
162-2 
RECEIVEO* 
102 -* 
RECEIVED 1 
107-TF 
RECEIVED* 
102-* 163 

RECEIVED 1 
163 
163 

RECEIVED! 

103 

RECEIVED’ 
102 -* 
RECEIVED’ 
102 -* 
RECEIVED’ 
162-* 103 

105 

102-* 103 

102-* 103 

RECEIVED’ 
102-2 
RECEIVED’ 
102-* 163 
163 

1C3-SA 

108 

103 

198 

RECEIVED’ 

102 -* 

102-4 

RECEIVED’ 

103 

RECEIVED 

102-2 

RECEIVED’ 

103 

RECEIVED’ 

165 

RECEIVED’ 

113 

163 

RECEIVED’ 

107-DP 

RECEIVED’ 

102-2 

RECEIVED’ 

102 -* 

RECEIVEO’ 

102-* 10J 

RECEIVED’ 
163 107- 

163 167- 

RECEIVED* 
162-* 
RECEIVED’ 
168 
108 

RECEIVED’ 

103 

RECEIVED’ 
103 102* 

RECEIVED’ 
102 -* 
RECEIVED' 
10 ?-* 
RECEIVED* 
102 ** 
RECEIVED’ 
102 -* 
RECEIVED’ 
162-* 

162-* 

162* 

16?-* 
RECEIVED 
167-TP 


RAINBOW 

RESOURCES INC 


RECEIVED’ 

83**845 

F-6*-*S712 

4240100006 

102-3 

103 

834*895 

F-6*-*5712 

4240100000 

107-TF 


834*102 

F-0*-*5884 

*240106000 

102-3 

103 

834*002 

F-6*-*5884 

*246100006 

107-TF 


834*001 

F-0*-*S8S3 

4240109006 

102-3 

103 

634*461 

F-66-65883 

4246109006 

107-TF 



X06ERT P IAMMERTS - 

8546803 F-03-65585 *20*160000 l0?-2 

-ROCXVMOD RESOURCES INC RECEIVED’ 

85*6027 F-03-66805 *2*6132375 162-4 

-RG5UAND OIL 8 GAS INC RECEIVED’ 

_ 834*836 F-06-061417 *242330615 102-4 103 

ROSENTHAL STANLEY N RECEIVEO’ 

834*800 F-03-04778 3 4232100600 162-4 

ROYAL OIL 8 GAS CORPORATION RECEIVEO’ 

8346877 F-01-6S156 4231131735 102-4 103 

-5AMEDAN OIL CORPORATION RECEIVED’ 

8346023 F-05-6*654 4230503020 102-4 

-SANTA FE-WINDSOR PRODUCING CO RECEIVED’ 

_ 8546842 F-03-06233S *228700000 102-2 103 

- 8346656 F-O3-0*34iO *205106008 102-2 103 


07/20/83 JAi TX 

D A SMITH FARMS INC 1-A 
67/20/83 JA’ TX 

GOLDSTON 6? 

67/20/83 JA’ TX 

•POORS 61 

07/20/63 JA* TX 

MOE6NER GAS UNIT II 
•7/20/83 JA’ TX 

PASTUSER 61 
67/20/83 JA’ TX 

NEUMAN "A" II 
WHITAKER "A* 61 
67/20/81 JA: IX 

• IVINS •1- A 
67/20/13 JA * TX 

C M COOKE -0- 13 

67/20/83 JA’ TX 

STATE TRACT *20-1 SE/* 61-A-O 
67/20/83 JA’ TX 

AUSTIN HIGH SCHOOL •! RRC 0185066 
GRIFFIN 61 PERMIT 8162612 
OAK GROVE 81 PERMIT NO 18*750 
WESTSIOf 81 RRC PERMIT 0187*21 
67/20/B3 JA* TX 

N E WATSON OIL UNIT Ol-l 
•7/20/83 JA’ IX 

FREYSCMIAG 210 A 03-U 
GEORGE M U50M 84 
HENRIETTA STONE 8| 

HOLMES 8! I*7<8 
J M ANDREWS 81 
R V PHILLIPS 83 8672910 
07/20/83 JA’ TX 

J A DUNAGAN 61 
KXR8Y LUMBER CORP 85 
•7/20/83 JA’ TX 

STAFFEt GAS UNIT 81 
67/20/83 JA* TX 

P 01 X 

07/20/63 JA » TX 

MILLS J D - LOOP 61 
07/20/53 JA ’ IX 

YAKE A 07 (00002) 

07/20/83 JA* TX 

OOUGtAS 01“A 
SCMPAER 81 
67/20/83 JA* TX 

F A JOHNSON 81 
07/20/83 JA’ TX 

CRCVER SHADE 02 
07/20/63 JA’ TX 

WILKINSON 8? ID 8070*S9 
07/20/83 JA’ TX 
CLARK 81S5ETT 82 
07/20/63 JA’ TX 
TF VANDER5TUCKEN 81* 

TF VANOERSTUCKEM 846 
07/20/63 JA* IX 
YTURRIA CATTLE CO H3 
07/20/83 JA’ IX 

CATSY 8* 

KEENE C 01 C40280) 

07/20/83 JA’ TX 
HOLLAND 62 
07/20/53 JA’ TX 
* OAVINPORT “B" I3-*1* 

07/20/83 JA’ TX 
MCMORDIE 8127-C 
•7/20/83 JA’ TX 
CARLOS DEW5 II 
67/20/83 JA’ TX 
BROWN ESTATE 85 
67/20/83 JA’ TX 
FLETCHER 61 ID 8 
67/20/63 JA’ TX 
BERNSTEIN 84 
DILL 8? 

SCAlY SMITH 83 
STURDIVANT-DUNAWAY It 
07/20/63 JA’ TX 

EMMA CAT WOODWARD II 0*350* 
07/20/83 JA» IX 

J c WASHBURN GAS UNIT 01 WELl 81 
J C WASHBURN GAS UNIT »l WELL • ) 
PATSY CHRISTIAN PKCRORY GAS UNIT 
PAISV CHRISTIAN MCCRORY GAS UNIT 
WEST PIRTlf GAS UNIT 81 WELL 81 
WEST PIRTlf GAS UNIT 81 WELl 81 
•7/20/83 JA’ IX 
WITHERS 81 
•7/20/83 JAi TX 
FUCHS 81 

07/20/63 JA’ TX 
GEE 82 PERMIT 81700* 

07/20/63 JA* TX 
IUCRETIA RANSOM 01 
•7/20/63 JA* TX 
R P HORTON 81 
07/20/83 JAi TX 
•LAIR 81-A 
67/20/83 JA* TX 
FRITSCNC 82 
KORKMAS 61-A 


S W PANOLA COUNTY TRA 3*0.0 BRAVO GAS CO 
YOUNG COUNTY REGULAR 2555 6 MID-STATE GAS COR 


PARKS (STRAW*) 

FAITH MAG (FRIO OS0O) 

MADISOMVIllf W (GEORG 

LIPSCOMB (TONKAWA) 
HANSFORD (MORROW MIDD 

PANHANDLE POTTER COON 

DOUGHTY 5W (008S) 

•LOCK 436-L (PROPOSED 

BRYAN 

STOCKMAN (TRAVIS PEAK 
•RYAN (WOODBINE) 

•RYAN 


l00.0 WARREN PETROLEUM 

16 VAllEY PIPE IINE5 

167.• MARCUM ENERGY INC 

3*5.6 CNDEVCO INC 
273.0 

*6.6 COLORADO INTERSTA 

1**0.0 HOUSTON PIPELINE 

110.0 MATAGORDA PIPE LI 

6.0 

156.0 

0.0 

300.0 FERGUSON CROSSING 


•RYAN N (GEORGETOWN) !**.• FERGUSON CROSSING 


K U » (CANYON) 
•OOM5VILLE (BEND CONG 
MADISONVIUC (SUB CLK 
GIDD1NGS (AUSTIN CHAl 
N ZUICM (SUI CIARKSVI 
BOONSVILIE (BEND CONG 


375 0 ESPERANZA PIPEUN 
)*V.l NATURAL GAS PIPCL 
0.0 LONE STAR GAS CO 
0 0 SOUTH CCN-TEX GAS 
101 7 LOME STAR GAS CO 
0.0 NAIURAl GAS PIPEl 


FELICIA S (YEGUA 111* 362.* HOUSTON PIPELINE 

SOUR LAKE EAST (YEGUA 1323.0 TRANSCONTINENTAL 

FALFURRIAS (NAOMI 710 0.0 MOflll OIL CORN 

61 DOINGS (BODA) 20.• PHILLIPS PETROLED 

LOOP (YATES) 1622.6 

PANHANDLE 6 6 PHILLIPS P1TRQIEU 


551 (CANYON UPPER) 

s s r (canyon upre*> 

CLAY WEST SOUTHWEST 

GIDDIMCS (AUSTIN CHAL 

BERCIAIR E (2*60) 

HOCKLEY (**30) 

SAWYER (CANYON) 

SAWYER (CANYON) 

IACAL CC-U) 

PANHANDLE CRAY 
ALDVlEll RANCH (CANTON 

J G 5 

DENNY (SIRAWN) 

MCMOROIE RANCH 

NACON1CHE CREEK (TRAV 

AMAREX (7100 YEGUA) 

MCDANIEL (CONCl) 

BERNSTEIN (6ENO COHGl 
CA59AGE PATCH (BIG SA 
LAKE COUMAH (GARDNER 
KESSLER (3060) 


1.0 

0 0 

365.0 

XIB.B PHILLIPS PETROLEU 

02.f UNITEO TEXAS TRAN 

0.• ESPERANZA TRAN5MI 

10 I LOME STAR GAS CO 
S* .6 LONE STAR OAS CO 

200.• TEXAS EASTERN TRA 

B.6 

23.0 VALERO TRANSMISSI 

156 0 NATURAL GAS PIPEL 

• 0 SUN OAS CO 

6.0 WCSTAR TRANSMISSI 

*60.0 UNITED GAS PIPE L 

163.0 BAD1SCHC CORP 

115.0 TEXAS UTILITIES F 

300 0 WARREN PETROLEUM 
100.0 EMPIRE PIPELINE C 
ISO 6 PERMIAN CORP 
2000 SOUTHWESTERN GAS 


PUTNAM (WOLFCAMP) PUT 1*4.0 DELHI GAS PIPEUN 


OAK NHL (COTTON VAIL 
OAK HILL (COTTON VAIL 
•1 HENDERSON NORTH (COTT 
81 HENDERSON NORTH CCOTT 
HENDERSON NORTH (COTT 
HENDERSON NORTH (COTT 

KURTEN (GEORGETOWN) 

LOUISE NORTH (4*661 

CHAPEL HILL NORTH EAS 

HAMMEN 

A U P (OLMOS) 

WILDCAT 

CIDDIKGS (6UOA) 

8IG A (TAYLOR) 


3*5 0 LOSE STAR GA5 CO 

365.6 LONE STAR GAS CO 

3*5.0 LONE STAR GA5 CO 

3*5.0 LONE STAR GAS CO 

365.6 LONf STAR GAS CG 

365 • LONE STAR GAS CO 

6.6 FERGUSON CROSSING 

0.6 DELHI GAS PIPE LI 

150.6 ETCXAS PRODUCERS 
0.6 HOUSTON PIPELINE 

3*5.0 HOUSTON PIPE LINE 

100 0 PRODUCERS GAS CO 

101 0 PERRY PIPELINE CO 
100.0 PERRY PIPELINE CO 
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JO NO JA 


AM NO 


D SEC(I) SEC(2> WELL NAME 


AJ464M F-43-64214 

-saxon on company 

8346SS9 F-8A-6347* 

-SCANDP111 INC 
8)46976 F-84-668136 

8)47811 r-66'8*8844 

834641? F04-4621* 

-SENECA PF 1R01 CLM4 INC 
8146486 F-7C-3A8368 

-aMAMt Oil CORP 
8346168 F-75-64077 

-SHAt-At AN Oil CO 
8546826 F-03-039634 

-SHELL on CO 
8346867 F 34 63?«D 
8346426 F-04-64437 

-SIANl PETROLEUM CO 
8146434 7-10*647311 

-StANOFFCt CO 
8146481 P -10-648??? 

-STANLEY OPERATING CO 
8346803 F-7C-852A43 

-SON EXPLORATION | PROOUC f ION CO 
8346461 F-63-847434 4267131343 

8346613 F-08'64235 

-SUNDANCE Oil CO 
8344804 F-05-053044 

-SUPERIOR Oil CO 
8346464 F-04-067483 
8344433 F-03-067774 

8346641 F-03-04 7446 

8344432 F-03-067773 

-TED TRUE INC 
8346822 F-10-056444 

•346801 F-16046513 

-TEE OPERATING CO 
8144748 7-03-040416 

-TEMPLETON ENERGY INC 
8146442 F*04*068412 
-TCNHECO Oil COMPANY 
8144825 F* 08 - 0187 34 
8344832 F-03-043609 

_ 8346838 F-04-061633 

-TEXACO INC 
8144831 F-8A-043524 

8344833 F-48-041337 
8346837 F-08-041483 

8146840 F-08-062303 
8346843 F-68-662614 

8346834 F-8A-063820 

-TEXAS INTERNAlIONAt FIT CORF 
Z 8346884 F-06-45424 4240160006 

8346866 F-63-63344V 4214460666 

8346805 P-R4-8S3122 4240160000 

•THOMPSON J ClEO I JAMES ClEO JR 
8346858 F-7C-64148 4210533454 

-TRICENTROl RESOURCES INC 
8344846 F-03-662840 4240530146 

-TRIPLE R 011 6 CAS CO 
•344837 F-71-44148 4242433466 

•IXO PRODUCTION CORP ■ 


4228706066 

4211300006 

4250334735 

4223700006 

4223734477 

4241366066 

4242433S81 

4231336344 

4236531548 

4221331311 

4217431211 

4217631327 

4243332717 


4222731573 

4216130664 

4221S00600 

4203132412 

4203431871 

4228731346 

4234100000 

4234100000 

4215700000 

4224431635 

4244531374 

4218530305 

4221531215 

4214532470 

4238431244 

4238631302 

4231631313 

4238931316 

4216532475 


103 PUTNAM 01 

RECEIVED 07/26/83 JA* TX 

103 STEWART tl 

RECEIVED' 07/24/83 JA* TX 

102-4 CENCEfAU6H "A" 01 

103 OUICIEY 13 

102-4 SANDERS BA 

RCCE!VEO : 07/24/83 JA* IX 

102-4 8AIIEU 01A 

RECEIVED* 07/29/83 JA< IX 

102-4 COOK NEIRS 07 1 D 0 

RECEIVED 07/24/83 JA* TX 

182-4 105 TillIE COLEMAN 02 

RECEIVED' 07/24/83 JA* TX 

102-4 G G HINOJOSA 04 

102-4 107-TF NAMMAN RANCH 015 

RECEIVED' 07/26/83 JA t IX 

103 FREEOA 6A11EY tl 

RECEIVED' 07/26/83 JA' IX 

103 PEELER 01 C2D6 05324) 

RECEIVED' 07/24/83 JA' TX 

103 107-tf Florence 32 •% 

RECEIVED* 07/24/83 JA* TX 
102-4 FELIX JACKSON 064 

163 W R SETTLES #17 

RECEIVED' 07/24/A3 JA« IX 

103 107-TF EVA HUFFMAN 01 

RECEIVED* 07/26/83 JA* TX 

102-4 F I JOHNSON 013 

102-2 103 KOCUREK OIL UNIT 01 01 

103 LOCKHART BANK UNIT 01 05 

102-2 103 R K MCHENRY 04 

RECEIVED; 07/24/83 JA» TX 

103 BRENT 24-8 

103 BRENT 40-3 

RECEIVED* 07/24/83 JA* TX 

162-2 163 WEGNER CAS UNIT 01 

RECEIVED* 07/24/83 JA< TX 

102-4 FITZSIMMONS 04 

RECEIVED* 67/26/83 JA> TX 

102-4 HALEY 24 01 

102-4 L R FUQUA ET VIR 

102-4 WOODS CHRISTIAN 08 

RECEIVED* 07/24/83 JA* TX 

103 J B ROBERTSON 134A 

162-4 REEVES MU* FEE II 

112-4 REEVES *B'J* FEE 12 

102-4 REEVES "BU" FEE II 

102-4 REEVES -BU* FEE 04 

103 WHARTON UNIT 1111 

RECEIVED* 07/26/83 JA* TX 

103 107-TF BEALL »2 

102-2 HAVCMANN 01 

103 107-TF VINSON 02 

RECEIVED' 07/26/81 JA* TX 

103 107-TF UNIVERSITY 26-34 01 

RECEIVEO* 07/24/83 JA* TX 

STATE TRACT 144-S 03-A 
07/24/83 JAi TX 

BARRY 1-4 B2 
07/24/83 JA* TX 


102-4 
RECEIVEO* 
102-4 
RECEIVEO* 


8364874 

F-04-64642 

4224431434 

102-4 

ARNOLD D-l 


8344836 

F-02-4440? 

4228331448 

102-4 

KOR1NEK C U 3 


8347002 

P-7C-068753 

4223300000 

103 

LINDLEY -40» 06 


8344898 

F-10-43806 

4234330882 

103 

MAHLER "A" 02 


8344447 

F-78-048645 

4241734437 

103 

WALKER-BUCKLER 74 

• 1 

8346487 

F-78-648380 

4241734438 

102-4 

WALKER-BUCKLER 74 

61 

8347006 

F-7B-0487 73 

4241734434 

102-4 

WINDHAM 01 


8344424 

F-78-66782 

4234732443 

103 

WOODY -A- 01 



-UNION OIL COMPANY OF CALIF 
8346635 F-tf-047148 4226500400 

8346631 F-10-047056 

-W C MILLER 
8344842 F-02-65558 

-W C S PETROLEUM INC 
8344478 F-03-048168 

8346651 F-03-067750 

-W M CALLAWAY 
8346846 F-01-063341 

-W M WEST 

8346811 F-7C-05S746 

-WESTLAKE OIL t CAS CORF i 
8344474 7-78-448118 4208360060 

-WINN EXPLORATION/DUICE CO 


4210534345 

4223431807 


4214631304 

4214600000 


4217700008 

4236631844 


RECEIVED* 

108 

102-2 

RECEIVED* 

103 

RECEIVED' 

102-2 

102-2 

RECEIVED* 

102-2 

RECEIVED* 

102-4 

RECEIVED' 

102-4 

RECEIVED' 


8346470 

F-61-048140 

4256731746 

142-4 

PRYOR 

RANCH 

6104 

8346472 

F-61-648062 

4250731838 

102-4 

PRYOR 

RANCH 

1137 

8346471 

F-01-648141 

4250731890 

162-4 

PRYOR 

RANCH 

1163 

8346446 

F-61-448016 

4250731834 

112-4 

PRYCR 

RANCH 

1166 

•344473 

F-61-648963 

4250731841 

112-4 

PRYOR 

RANCH 

1147 

•346454 

P-61-66774? 

4250731858 

162-4 

PRYOR 

RANCH 

• 176 

8347606 

F-Cl-668828 

4250731187 

162-4 

PRYOR 

RANCH 

16 

UOOLEY PETROLEUM 


RECEIVED' 

67/24/83 JA* TX 

8346875 

F-Ot-65623 

4244732444 

163 

ElROD-lYNCM 

UNIT 


07/24/83 JA* TX 

SMUTTERLY 41-645 
WAYNE WEST RANCH 
07/24/83 JA* TX 

3 A WILLIAMS 01 
17/26/83 JA* TX 

FARMER 01 
LUCKY 13 UNIT II 

•7/24/83 JA* TX 

CONTINENTAL PRODUCE 01 
•7/26/83 JA* TX 

8R00KSHIER CORDON «A« 
07/26/83 JA' TX 

R L CORDON 01-A 
•7/24/85 JA* TX 


• 1 


•2 


FIELD NAME 

PROD 

PURCHASER 

C!DOINGS (AUSTIN CHAl 

164.6 

PERRY PIPELINE CP 

JO MILL ISPRABERRY) 

B.B 


JOHNSON (880*) 

JACK couniy regular 

JONATHAN (STRAWN) 

11. J 
27.4 
42.1 

M10-STATC CAS C0« 
LONE STAR CAS CO 
LONE STAR CAS CO 

SENECA (WOLFCAMP) 

92.i 

INTRATEX CAS CO 

FRANSEL S (STRAWN) 

7. • 

WARREN PETROLEUM 

MADISONVILLE N E (CEO 

6.B 

LONE STAR CAS CO 

RANOADO RANCH (tUEEN 
MONTE CHRISTO (VKS8C- 

IS.I 
710. B 

UNITED TEXAS IRAK 
VALERO TRANSMISSI 

WEST PANHANDLE 

B.B 

PHILLIPS PETROUU 

PANNANOLE CRAY 

23.• 

GETTY OIL CO 

PNYUIS SONORA 

B.B 

INTRATEX CAS CO 

OYSTER BAYOU 

HOWARD ClA3SCOCK 

238.B 
6.4 

UNITED TEXAS T»*1 
PHILLIPS PETROUU 

N FARRAR 

34.5 

DELHI CAS PIPEUH 

MONTI CHRISTO (S6SI) 
OIDDINCS (AUSTIN CHAL 
ALVIN SOUTH (BAA) 

G!DOINGS (AUSTIN CHAL 

43.4 

4.1 

214.6 

104.3 

FLORIDA GAS TRANS 
FERGUSON CROSSING 
FlOR 1 Da GAS TRANS 
PERRY PIPELINE CO 

PANHANDLE MOORE COUNT 
PANHANDLE MOORE COUNT 

• .0 
t.B 

PANHANDLE EASTERN 
PANHANDLE EAST£KN 

KODYTEK (VICKSBURG) 

1.0 

LONE STAR GAS CO 

A S 0 C (525B SAND) 

224.0 

VALERO TRANSM1SSI 

MONUMENT DRAW (WOtFCA 
PROPOSED FUQUA (AUSTI 
GUADALUPE 

6 0 

6 0 

600.0 

LONE STAR GAS CO 
TENNESSEE CAS PIP 

ROBERTSON (SAN ANDRES 
JESS BURNER 

JESS BURNER 

JESS BURNER 

JESS BURNER 

HARRIS 

4.4 

28.1 

28.1 

248.2 

1.3 

0.6 

PHILLIPS PETROUU 
CONOCO INC 

CONOCO INC 

CONOCO INC 

CONOCO INC 
PHILLIPS PETROUU 

DIRCIN (COTTON VALLEY 
G!DOINGS (AUSTIN CHAL 
DIRCIN (COTTON VALLEY 

0.0 

0.0 

8.8 

TEJAS CAS CO 
CLAJON CAS CO 
TEJAS CAS COMPANY 

OZONA (CANYON SAND) 

120.0 

PHILLIPS PETROUU 

CAFLCN S/T 144-S HIOC 

30.• 

MINNIE PIPELINE < 

BARRY (BEND CONOl) 

141.8 

SOUTHWESTERN OA3 

MARY (44BB*) 

KEMPER (3446*) 

ROCK PENN (CANYON) 

MENDOT A M M (GRANITE 
ROCKWELL (CONOL UPPER 
ROCKWELL (GARDNER) 
ROCKWELL E (CONOl) 
DICEY (CONGLOMERATE) 

8.8 

8.8 

40.8 

300.8 

15.8 

100.8 

35.8 
230.8 

DELHI CAS PIPElIN 
UNITED CAS PIPUI 
NORTHERN NATURAL 
DIAMOND SHAMROCK 
DELHI GAS PIPEUH 
DELHI OAS PIPEUH 
DELHI GAS PIPEUH 
TEXAS UTILITIES f 

KIOWA CREEK (OOUOIAS) 
MASSIE (STRAWN) 

18.8 

288.8 

NORTHERN NATURAL 
INTRATEX CAS CO 

MORALES NORTH (337B*> 

14.8 

HOUSTON PIPE LINE 

G!DOINGS (AUSTIN CHAL 
OtOOlNGS (AUSTIN CHAL 

8.8 

8.8 

PHILLIPS PETROL CU 
PHILLIPS PETROL€U 

CHRISTIAN (48BB) 

8.8 

TIPPERARY CORP 

SAXON 

8.8 

VARELO TRANSM153I 

SNYDER (MORRIS) 

25.8 

EL PASO HYOROCA8I 

HINN-DUtCE 

MINI*- DOl CE 

UINN-DUICE 

WINN-DOLCE 

WINN-DULCE 

M1NM-DUICE 

WINN-DULCE 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

8.8 

8.8 

8.8 

NORTHERN NATURAL 
NORTHERN NATURAL 
NORTHERN NATURAL 
VALERO TRANSMISSJ 
VALERO TRANSMISS! 
VALERO TRAN5MI5SI 
northern natural 

ALVORD SOUTH (ATOKA) 

8.8 

TEXAS UTILITIES t 


|TTt Doc 83-22282 Pttod 8-11-88 848 an) 
BRUNO COOf 8717-OT-C 
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OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 

Budget Deferrals 

To Congress of the United States: 

In accordance with the Impoundment 
Control Act of 1974.1 herewith report 
three new deferrals of budget authority 
totaling $18,118,000. 

The deferrals affect Energy Activities 
and the Department of fustice. 

The details of the deferrals are 
contained in the attached reports. 
Ronald Reagan. 

The White House. 

July 28, 1983. 


sauna cooc II10-0 Ml 
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CONTENTS OF SPECIAL MESSAGE 
(In thousands of dollars) 


Deferral # 

I tern 


8udget 

Authority 

083-80 

Energy Activ^t^es 

Energy programs 

Fossil energy research 

and development.... 

15,326 

083-81 

Department of Justice 

Legal Activities 

Salaries and expenses. 
Activities. 

General Legal 

561 

083-82 

Salaries and expenses. 

Antitrust Division. 

231 

****** 

Total, def erral s.. 


16,118 

•*> * * 


SUMMARY OF SPECIAL MESSAGES 
FOR FY 1983 

(In thousands of dollars) 


Rescissions Deferrals 

Tenth special message 5 - 

New Items. 16,118 

Change to amounts previously submitted. — _ 

Effects of tenth special message... 15,118 

Amounts previously submitted that were 

changed by this message. — _ 


Total, rescissions and deferrals. • - 16,118 


Amounts previously submitted that were not 

changed by this message. 1,569,015 1/ 13,543,227 2/ 


Total amount proposed to date In all. 

special messages. 1,569,015 1/ 13,559,345 3/ 

1/ This amount Includes $23,400,000 In current budget authority for the 
rural telephone bank that Is offset by a corresponding Increase In 
^ permanent budget authority (R83-20). 

V This amount has been adjusted downward by $5.5 million to correct a 
discrepancy In a previous special message. 

3/ All amounts listed represent budget authority except for $15,944,000 of 
outlays only In one general revenue sharing deferral (083-168). 
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Deferral 


So: 


D83-80 


DEFERRAL OF BUDGET AUTHORITY 
Report Pursuant co Section 1013 of P.L, 93-344 


Aeencr 

Department of Energy 

" 2,000,000 

S«v budg.t .urhortry S 215,514.000 

3u?uu 

^ner^vProqrams 

(P.L. 97-377*97-394) 

Othar budgetary reaanrcM 136,637,249 

Appropriation del* & symbol 

Fossil Energy Research & Development 

89X0213 1/ 

Total budgetary resources 354,151,249 

Aaount to be deferred: 

Parr of veer 

CM3 ideacificaclon coda: 

89-0213-0-1-271 

Legal authority (in addition ro toe. 1013): 

0 Ancidaficlaacy Act 

n Other - 

Crane program □ r«a 0 So 

Iype of account or fund: 

[j Annual 

Cl - v 

(%jtpircnon dorm) 

S3 No-year 

Typa of budget authority: 

(3 Appropriation 

□ Contract authority 

0 Other , 


justification: Funds were appropriated In FY 1983 for the Energy Technology 
Center (ETC) Program Direction activity to finance those Indirect expenses that 
were previously applied to programmatic activities as an overhead charge. Since 
the Department believes that the FY 1983 appropriation was adequate to finance 
ETC Program Direction activities from the various program budgets, a like 
amount of programmatic funds has been displaced. Some of these funds will be 
used to fulfill financial commitments to various Fossil Energy in-house 
university and private sector research and development projects. The ’ 
rS m ?lr! n ? 515,326,000 Is not required In FY 1963 are! will be used to offset the 
FY 1984 Energy Activities budget request. 


^ . ^mated^Effects: This deferral of funds will have no programmatic Impact. 
Outlaj^EffectiiJhls deferral action will shift S15.326.000 In outlays from 


I7^nrRTraccount~was the subject of tvo proposed rescissions (R81-10 and 

/nii Ini (D81-51) In 1981, and two deferrals In 1982 

(082-105 and 082-236). 
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Deferral lio: 


D83-81 


DEFERRAL OF BUDGET AUTHORITY 
R«poct Pursuant to Sectioo 1013 of P.L. 93-344 


7 Department of Justice 

Rev budget authority $ 136.128.000 

SviTKJU 

Legal Activities 

(P.L. 97-377 ) 

Qth+r fcmigafm-y rcsotrm* 3,606*870 

Ippmprlaclon tide & symbol 

Salaries and Expenses 

General Legal Activities 

1530128 

Total budgetary resources 139.734.870 

Amount to be deferred: 

Parr of veer 561.000 

K3 Idea elf rtacioa code: 

15-0128-0-1-752 

Legal authority (in addition to toe. 1013): 

GO Antideficiency Act 

n Ocher - 

Irzar prograa Q Tm (3 jfc 

rj?* of account or fund: 

1 Armtiml 

d Multiple-veer 

(mxptratton dorm) 

□ No-year 

Type of budget authority: 

(D Appropriation 

GO Contract authority 

n Other 


Justification: The primary mission of the General Legal Activities 
appropriation Is to support the Attorney General by establishing litigation 
P° <c y. conducting litigation and performing various other legal 
responsibilities. 


Funds are to be transferred from four legal dlvlsons within the Legal 
activities appropriation to the U.S. Attorneys and Marshals account. This 
rh! n ?I?T.? 11 L 1 T C) ? e the °ep*-tinenfs field litigation efforts while retaining 
u^ ab i! 1ty the J e ? a1 divisions to address their program management and 
lit gatlon responsibilities. This action Is taken pursuant to the 
Anti deficiency Act (31 U.S.C. 1512). 


Estimated Effect: The effect of this deferral will be 
pending congressional action on the transfer request. 


to preserve these funds 


ays. 


Outlay Effect: This deferral action has no effect on outl 
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Deferral '.to: 


083-82 


DEFERRAL OF BUDGET AUTHORITY 
Report Pursuant to Sccrioo 1013 of P-L. 93—544 


Agency 


Department of Justice 


Bureau 


Legal Activities 


Appropriation title & symbol 


Salaries and Expenses 
Antitrust Division 

1530319 1/ 


DU3 identification code: 

15-0319-0-1-752 _ 

Grant program □ Yea CD So 

Type of account or fund: 

GO Annual 

□ Multiple-year . 

(•*pi rat ton dato) 

□ No-year 


Sew budget authority 
(P.L. 97-377 ) 

Other budgetary resources 
Total budgetary resources 


Amount to be deferred: 
Pert of yeer 

Enti r e year 


S 43,389.000 


43,389,000 


231,000 


Legal authority (in addition to sec. 1013): 

(D Antideficiency Act 

*- - ■ —- 

O Other _ 

Type of budget authority: 

0 Appropriation 

□ Contract authority 

□ Other _ 


Justification: The responsibilities of the Antitrust Olvlslon appropriation Is 
to enforce the antitrust laws and thereby to promote competition — a 
fundamental economic policy of the United States. 


The use of automated litigation support and an Increased emphasis on economic 
i! 1s J«, t ? e , ear1y sta 9*s of investigation have resulted In savings by the 
Antitrust Division. These savings are to be transferred to the U.S. Attorneys 
and Marshals appropriation to support the Department*s cormltment to strengthen 
criminal and civil litigation efforts at the local level. This action is taken 
pursuant to the Antldeflclency Act (31 U.S.C. 1512). 


Estimated Effect: The effect of this deferral will be to preserve these funds 
pending congressional action on the transfer request. 

Outlay Effect: This deferral action has no effect on outlays. 


1/ This account was the subject of a deferral In FY 1982 (082-190). 

|ra Doc. la-222* ru*d t-ta-cx »■■*» «m| 

MUJNO coot JUO-Ot-C 
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information and assistance 


PUBLICATIONS 


Code of Federal Regulations 


CFR Unit 

202-523-3419 


523-3517 

General information, index, and finding aids 

523-5227 

Incorporation by reference 

523-4534 

Printing schedules and pricing information 

523-3419 

Federal Register 


Corrections 

523-5237 

Daily Issue Unit 

523-5237 

General information, index, and Finding aids 

523-5227 

Privacy Act 

523-4534 

Public Inspection Desk 

523-5215 

Scheduling of documents 

523-3187 

La ms 


Indexes 

523-5282 

Law numbers and dates 

523-5282 


523-5266 

Slip law orders (GPO) 

275-3030 

Presidential Documents 


Executive orders and proclamations 

523-5233 

Public Papers of the President 

523-5235 

Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents 

523-5235 

United States Government Manual 

523-5230 

SERVICES 


Agency services 

523-5237 

Automation 

523-3408 

Library 

523-4986 

Magnetic tapes of FR issues and CFR 

275-2867 

volumes (GPO) 


Public Inspection Desk 

523-5215 

Special Projects 

523-4534 

Subscription orders (GPO) 

783-3238 

Subscription problems (GPO) 

275-3054 

TTY for the deaf 

523-5229 

FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES, AUGUST 


34723-34928. 1 

34929-35068. 2 

35069-35344_ 3 

35345-35586_*. w 4 

35587-35872.....5 

35873-36090. 8 

36091-36240.9 

36241-36438.....10 

36439-36560. 11 

36561-36796. _12 

36797-37000....15 


CFR PARTS AFFECTED DURING AUGUST 


At ihe end ol each month, the Office of the Federal Register 
publishes separately a list of CFR Sections Affected (LSA), which 
hsts parts and sections affected by documents published smc© 
the revision date of each title 


3 CFR 

Administrative Orders: 
Presidential Determinations 

No 63-8 Of 

July 19. 1983 . 35587 

No 83-9 Of 

August 5, 1983 . 36561 

Executive Orders: 

12217 (Revoked by 
EO 12437) _ 36801 

12435 . .34723 

12436 _ 34931 

12437 _ -..36801 

Proclamations: 

5078. . 34929 

5079 _ 35873 

5080 . .36091 

5081 _ 36241 

5082.. .. .36797 

5063 . .36799 

5 CFR 

550 . 36803 

551.—_ -.36803 

950.. .™..—-- 34910 

Proposed Rules: 

1255 . —.35652 


Proposed Rules: 


VO.. I V 

75. 35411 

201. 35417 

240- 35108 

278 . 35868 

279 - 35868 

404 .. 35418 

408- 35423 

413. 35427 

417. 35431 

421- 35435 

423. 35439 

425_ 35443 

432. 35447 


437 - 35112 

442 . 35451 

983 ...-__ 36272 

989 . 35454 

1004 - 36113 

1030 _ 36464 

1076 - 36467 

1139 --- 35652 

1290 —. 35116 

6 CFR 

103 _ 36441. 36564 

212 _ ,...35349. 36564 

231 . 36093 

235 -........... 35349 


7 CFR 


9 CFR 

78 _ 


34943 


707...35598 

7 OCi 

Proposed Rules: 

3 .— 

.... 35654 

728.......... 

__36563 

317,..™.„...„. 

. 35654 

796. 

.35599 

319 .. 

.. 35654 

908.. 

35345, 36439 

325...- 

. 35884 

910___ 

35600. 36563 

381... 

...35654, 35884 

915_—_ 

_35345 

10 CFR 


916 

_~_ 35345 


917 

921 

__ 35345 

35345 

25... 

__„ 35069 

40... 

. 35350 

922.____35345 

qoa 

71___ 

795.. 

_ 35600 

-«- 36432 


35345 

1016. ___ 

_ 36432 

930. . 

............. j j 

.. 35345 

Proposed Rules: 


945 .^.. 

__ 35345 

Ch. 1. 

. 34966 

946 

_35345 

430... 

.. 34858 

947. . . 

_1. 35345 

626.™_ 

.....35119 

948 

__ 35345 

710 _ 

.. 35342 

953..... 

35345 

761.. 

.36792 

958 __ 

.. 35345 

1017 .. 

......._ 36825 

967. 

.35345 

982. 

985.. 

_ 35345 

.. 35345 

12 CFR 

207.... 

.. 35070 

989 _ 

993 _ 

_ 35347 

*.. 35345 

220 ........... .34944 

221 ..... 35074 

1124™ ___ 

__ 36439 

303... 

...34945. 36565 

1427 _ 

. 35348 

329. 

35627, 35629 

1430.. 

34725, 34933 

Proposed Rutee: 
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13CFR 

Proposed Rut#*: 

121 . . 

122 . 


270.. 


.35459 


34966 

36825 


14 CFR 


39. 

71 


.34731. 35355-35364. 

36806 

.35364-35366. 36442 


75-Z 

91. 

..™ sJOOUO 

--35366 

36442 

95 _ 

97 . 

PIP 

....._ 36445 

.«.« 35876 

_ 36445 

252.. 

261.. 

-36093 

___35080 

263. 

__ 35081 

289. 

..35081 

398.. . 

.36094 

Proposed Rules; 

Ch. 1. 

. 36826 

39 .. 

36468 

71..35456-35458, 35887. 

36827 

152. 36828 

241 . 

252 .. 

.36598, 36601 
.. 36273 

298.. 

377. 

_ 36601 

35459 

385. 

___ 36601 

399. . 

_ w ..35119 

15 CFR 


Proposed Rules: 

921. 

971. 

.35120 

. . 35888 

16 CFR 


13.. 

305. 

- 35367 

.35385 

455... 

_36096 

1013......_ 

....36566 

Proposed Rule#. 

13. 34764, 35132-35135, 

35688 

451.... 36P73 

460. 

. 35661 

17 CFR 

1 . .. 

35P4R 

3..34732. 35248. 35305 

A 

10 .. 

15_ _ 

—_... 35248 

..35248 

17..«_,_ 

.. 35248 

18____ 

_ 35248 

21 .. 

. 35248 

33__ 

..35248 

140 .. 

145.. ..«_ 

147 ___ 

_ 34945 

_35248 

__,35248 

155... 

166 

_35248 

35P48 

170.- 35248 

210_ 36566 

239 36566 

240 . 35062 

270—.... 

.36097, 36243 

Proposed Rule#: 

145 . 

146 .. 

.34971 

__ 94971 

147___ 

___34971 

249.. 

_36115 


18 CFR 

a . 35631.35633 

154 -«,- 35633 

157 - .34072. 34875. 35635 

270 -- 35633 

271 --- 35633-35636 

284 _ 34875. 35635 

410 .«.. 34946. 36469 

Proposed Rut#*.; 

271 .. 35663-35666 


19 CFR 

12 ___ 

127 _ 


34734 

.34734 

.35878 

.35386 


.35666 

-36625 


177___ 

210 __ 

Proposed Rut#*; 

101 __ 

175..«.. 

20 CFR 

Proposed Rut#*: 

299. ...35460 

404.....35135.36831 

410_ 35135 

416......«... 35135. 36831 

422..«...35135, 36831 

652. 34866. 34974 

653... ..34866 

655- 35667 

21 CFR 

5.-.™....-36571 

74- 34946 

177- 36099 

193_...36246, 36446 

436_ 34947 

452.. .V ...36571 

522.-34947. 38100, 36571 

558_ 34948, 34949. 35637, 

36100,36101 

561-36448 

870-36101 


1316_ 

Proposed Rut#*: 

133__ 

184«_ 

291_ 

35a_ 


_35007 

36132. 36625 

.34974 

-35668 


«... 36133 


23 CFR 

Ch. I - 35388 

Proposed Rut#*: 

652 . 36470 

771 . 33894 


24 CFR 

202a.— 
203... 


205 

207.. 

209.. 

211 .. 


- «™.. w _36247 

34949. 35088. 35638, 
36247 

- 35389 

_ 35389 

36247 

_ 36247 


213. 35389, 35638, 36247 

220 ...35393, 36247 

221 --35389. 36247 

222 .... 36247 


226... 

228.. 

232. 


««,. 36247 
.36247 
35389 


235.. 

237.. 

244.. 

300.. 

500.. 
086.. 


115~. 

200 _ 

203. 

234 _ 

235 . 

241_ 

26 CFR 

31. 

35.. 


-- 34949, 36247 

--- 36247 

-- 35389 

. 36572, 36573 

--- 36574 

... 36101 

Rut#*: 

. 36133 

35668-35671. 35890 

_ .35140 

—_ 35140 

- 35140 

.. 35891 


51.«. 

150.. 


- 36448 

35089, 36807 
.35090, 36448. 36807 

- 35092 

- 35092 


301 __«_ 36449 

Proposed Rut**: 

1 .-.. 36137. 36474 

5c, --- 36137 


27 CFR 

9 _ 



35395 

35398 

35460 

35462 


-35087 

35067 

35892 
35892 

29 CFR 

500--36576. 36736 

1910. ...36576 

1952---34950, 34951 

2619..„. 36616 

Proposed Rules: 

1697- 34766 

1926. 35774 

30 CFR 

Ot II-35639 

221-36582 

226- 36562 

231-36588 

800- 38418 

806- 36418 

672. 35399 

Proposed Rules: 

55--36789 

56.-36789 

57- 36789 

913. 36625 

915. 35903 

935.„...35146. 36274. 36627 

31 CFR 


Proposed Rut##: 

1 «««_ 


... 35904 


234_ 35636. 36247 


32 CFR 

70- 35644 

219.- 35400 

253- 35644 


263- 34952 

373- 36247 

819*.- 35878 

Proposed Rut#*: 

65- 34974 

33 CFR 

1-—--35402 

8_--36449 

25™-36450 

53. 36449 

100—. 36450.36451 

110. 36452 

117- 35409. 36452 

154. 34740 

160.-35402 

161- 35402 

165- 35402. 36453 

167- 36453 

Propo##d Rut#*: 

100. 36474 

110. 34767 

115.«-35464 

117- 36475. 36477 

34 CFR 

200. 34953 

205.. .^_ ...35879 

263. 35330 

35 CFR 

Proposed Rut**: 

111 .. . 35905 

36 CFR 

223_34740 


__ 35580 

««... 35465, 35580 
..35465 


228... 

251_ 

261.. 


37 CFR 

Proposed Rut#*: 

1 _34836. 36478 

2 ___36478 


38 CFR 

21 ... 

36- 

40. 


35879, 36677 

..35879 

_3610? 


Proposed Rut#*: 

21_34975. 35146 

39 CFR 

10._ 35409 

111. 35645 

Proposed Rules: 

3001_ 35914 

40 CFR 

52._36250,36818.36819 

60 _ 36579 

61 . 36579 

162. 35095 

180. 35095.36251 

264._. 36582 

270 _ 36582 

271 _34742. 34954. 35096. 

35097.35647,36252 

425. 35649 

468.. 36942 

Proposed Rules: 

Ch. II__34768 
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iii 


52 _ 34976, 35312-35328. 

35672.35918, 36139 

60 .—. 35338 

62 . 34978 

81 .. 35919. 35920. 36275 

180... 36466 

228 . 35147.35673 

271 ... 36277, 36628 

302 __._ 34979 

414 . 35674 

416 . 35674 

1502... 36486 

1508. . 36486 


221 .. 


35881 


662 


- 34963 


41 CFR 

Ch 101.. 
101-41... 


42 CFR 


_ 35098 
... 35649 


36143 



462. 


34979 

34979 

36151 

36970 

36970 


.36103 

....36582 

....36582 

36588 


43 CFR 

1820 .. 

Public Lind Orders: 

3! 60___ 

3180.. 

3570... 

6380 (corrected by 

PL 6451) . 35099 

6388 (corrected by 

PL 6450) . 35096 

6448. 34743 

6449.. ... M . 34743 

6450 . 35098 

6451 ... 35099 

8360.. ....__ 36382 

44 CFR 

64 . 34744,34957. 36590, 

36592 

67m~... 36104 

Proposed Rules: 

61 ....-™. 35460 

62 .„. 35468 

67.. _. 36159-36167. 36629 

45 CFR 

1 .. 

10 .. 

67..* 

99.. 


1607.,.. 

Proposed Rule.: 

302... 


35099 
.... 35099 
....35099 
....35099 


304__ 

306_ 

1606.. 

1625_ 

46 CFR 

31 _ 

32 . 

35.. 


36820 

.35468 

35468 

35468 

36845 

36845 


.36457 


536 


35099! 36254 

671. 


Proposed Rules: 


672. 

ZZ 34762. 

10 


. . . 35920 

674. 

.34762. 

35 


... 35920 

675. 

34762 

157.... 


35920 

Proposed Rules: 

175 


.35920 

17._ 

35475. 

185. 


35920 

20 -.,_ 

35152 35153 

186 


35920 

32. 


107. 


.35920 

424 . 


540. 


.35675 

681. 


47 CFR 





1 . M .. 


36104. 36459 



2 .-. 


-. 34746 



15. 


34748 



21 _ 


_34746 



73. 

34753-34757, 34959. 



36106-36112.38254.36459 



74 


.34746 



83 


34961 



90.. 


34961, 36104 



95. 


. 35234. 36104 



97_ 


34746 



Proposed Rules: 




Ov L- 


_ 36167 



68 


34985 



73 

34772-34779. 35964, 




36168-36173, 36278 



76.-™- 


__ 34986 



90-. 

.34782. 34987, 35149 




34762 


34967 

36062 

35475 


48 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

Ch. I _ 


35675 


36457 


36457 


49 CFR 

213 _ 35882 

1170 . 35409 

1175 . 36594 

1300 . 36822 

1307 . ...36822 

Proposed Rules: 

171 . 35471. 35965 

172. _ ..35471, 35965, 35970 

173. .. 35471, 35965, 35970 

1 75™...__ 35471 

179 -. 35970 

210 _ 36487 

218 ___ 36492 

571 . 34783,34784.36493. 

36849 

622 - 34894 

1105 _„„„_ 36284 

1152 . 36284 

1160 .-. 36285 

1165 . 36290 

1180 _ 36284 

50 CFR 

17 _ 34757. 34961. 36256. 

36594 

20 _ 35100 

32 . 36112 

285 _ 35107. 36597. 36823 

611 . .34762. 34962. 35107 

649 _ 36266 

650 .-. 34762 

651 _ 34762 

652 . —34762 

654 . 34762 

655 . 34762 

661 . 36823 
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AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 


Th# following agencies have agreed to publish oil 

documents on two assigned day* o1 the wee* 
(Monday/Thursday or Tuesday/Frtday). 

Thei as a voluntary program (See OFR NOTICE on a day that w* be a Federal holiday wtt hT" 

41 FR 32914. August €. 1978.) published the next wor* day toltowrw too 

Docunents normally scheduled tor pubtealion holiday. 

Monday 

Tueeday 

Wadrwaday TN^vWy 

Friday 

DOT/SECRETARY 

USOA/ASCS 

DOT/SECRETARY 

USOA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FHWA 

USOA/SCS 

DOT/FHWA 

USOA/SCS 

_ DOT/FRA 

MSPB/OPM 

DOT/FRA 

MSPB/OPM 

DOT/MA 

LABOR 

DOT/MA 

LABOR 

DOT/NHTSA 

HHS/FDA 

DOT/NHTSA 

HHS/FDA 

DOT/RSPA 


DOT/RSPA 


DOT/SISOC 


DOT/SLSDC 


DOT/UMTA 


DOT/UMTA 

' — 



Note: On August 9.1983. the Office of the Federal Register 
announced termination of the formal program of agency publication 
on assigned day* of the week, effective August 22, 1983. See 48 FK 
36197. 


List of Public Laws 

Note: No public bill* which have become low were received by the 
Office of the Federal Register for inclusion In today'* List of Public 
Laws. 

Last Listing August 11.1963 


























































